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ADVERTISEMENT. 



The present work was first announced by the following 
Notice, published in the Boston Evening TVanscnpt^ of 
September 25, 1830— , 

' Junius. — A soathem paper has lately republished an article 
which originally appeared in the Boston Palladium of the 6th of 
August last, and contained the following remark — ^* The New 
Yoric papers now say, that the late Earl TenvpiU, brother of the 
Right Hon. George Grenville, the putative father of our noto- 
rious Stamp Act, was the writer of Junius ; but it is difficult to 
believe it.' The author of the article then goes on to enforce his 
doubts by a concise view of the character and talents of Earl 
Temple ; conceding, that he was ^^ respectable " as a writer but 
adding — " we can hardly suppose him to have been the author 
of the best compositions in our language. To write better than 
Bolingbroke, Swifl, or Johnson, is an elevation which none of 
the Grenvilles, clever as they were, ever rose to." 

* The writer of this Boston article, whose style indicates him 
to be of the old classical English school, has evidently studied 
the characters of the statesmen who influenced or directed the 
measures of the British government at the period in question. 
But, notwithstanding the strong opinion here expressed by him, 
I can venture to assure him, that he will hereafter find quite as 
strong reasons for changing it. 

^ The suspicion that Lord Temple was the author of Junius, 
has, it is true, been but recently thrown out in England: and 
that suspicion has been founded upon statements lately made 
there, of the existence of certain papers alleged to have been 
found at Stowe (the fiimily residence of Lord Temple), which. 
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a is aaidf establkh the fibct, that Janios's Letten were written 
by Knne one of the Gramllta. Mr £. H. Barker, the hOetft 
English writer upon the Jonios eontroYersy, in his work respect- 
ing the chums of Sir Philip Francis (which I think are now 
completely demolished), appears to have hut little fidth in the 
supposed discoveries made at Stowe. However that fact may 
be, I can inform the correspondent of the Palladium, that many 
years ago, an American gentleman, residing in a neighboring 
town, had, after much investigation and reflection, come to the 
conclusion, that Lord Temple was, beyond any dovhty the author of 
Junius. This result was obtained, not by the aid of any extrin- 
sic evidence of the kind supposed to exist in England (which 
was of course not accessible in this country), but merely by a 
continued and careful study of Junius, and of contemporary 
publications relating to the political history of that day. The 
grounds of this opinion were noted down, firom time to time, by 
the individual alluded to; and by patient and regular deductions 
from the internal and historical evidence in the case, the above 
result will now be established in such a manner, as, in my hum- 
ble judgment, leaves no more room for doubt. I am enabled to 
add, that the materials collected by the discoverer himself, in 
support of this opinion, will shortly be publishea. 

*A Reader of Junius.' 

The individual alluded to in this Notice was Mr New- 
hall, of Salem, in Massachusetts ; and the present Letters 
contain the result of his investigations. In consequence 
of his absence from the place of publication, the work was 
put into the hands of a friend, who has performed whatever 
editorial duty has been required in the case. 

Boston, June 7, 1831. 
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INTRODUCTORY ESSAY. 



The materials of the following Letters were^ in part 
collected many years ago without any view to publica- 
tion ; and they would probably have remained unpub- 
lished, had not the authorship of Junius*s Letters been 
again brought before the literary world by the late re- 
ported discovery of certain papers in the archives of 
the Grenville family at Stowe, in England, which, it is 
said in the journals of the day, ' establish beyond the 
possibility of doubt, the real author.' This ' real au- 
thor,' according to the latest accounts from England, 
is by some conjectured to be Earl Temple, the elder 
brother of the celebrated George Grenville, and brother- 
in-law of Lord Chatham. " 

The object of the present Letters is to prove, that 
Lord Temple was in fact the author ; and that this dis- 
covery was made in the United States, by the writer, 
many years ago — long before any hints or indications 
were given of there being evidence like that which 
b 
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is said to have been found at Stowe^— much less that 
the* evidence was such, as, it was conjectured, would 
fix that authorship on Lord Temple. 

After the numerous unsuccessful attempts to solve 
this curious problem in English literature, it may ap- 
pear presumptuous, particularly in an American-^ 
under all the disadvantages of his distance from the 
scene of Junius's warfare, and the want of a personal 
acquaintance with the minute occurrences of that pe- 
riod — to fancy, that he has discovered the author. 
Yet it may be said with truth, that such a distant posi- 
tion for observation is not without its advantages ; for 
if, on the one hand, an observer thus circumstanced 
would be obliged to throw away more labor in his pur- 
suit, than one who was nearer to the scene, yet, on 
the other hand, the former would be less likely to have 
his attention distracted and led astray from the main 
object by circumstances in reality of inferior importance, 
which would make an undue impression upon one who 
should happen to be, if we may so speak, present at the 
place of action ; as, according to the common observa- 
tion, the looker-on has a more commanding view of the 
game than those who are engaged in it. So far, however, 
as respects the discussion of this question by Americans, 
it will suffice to remark, that we have as great an interest 
.in every question of English literature as our brethren 
of the mother country. Their literature still is — and 
long may it continue to be — ours. 

But some persons may, perhaps, be ready to ask ac- 
cording to the prevailing fashion of the age — of what 
utility will it be to discuss this question ? Instead of 
giving an answer to this inquiry in our own language, 
we beg leave to reply in the just and forcible remarks 
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of an accomplished writer io a leading jfoidsh journal 
of the present day : * 

' A succession of problems, or puzzles, in the literary 
and political history of modern times, has occasion* 
ally occupied some ingenious writers, and amused many 
idle readers. Those who think nothing useful, which 
does not yield some palpable and direct advantage, 
have indeed scornfully rejected such inquiries as frivo- 
lous and useless. But their disdain has not repressed 
such discussions — and it is fortunate that it has not. 
Amusement is itself an advantage. The vigor, which 
the understanding derives from exercise on every sub> 
ject, is a great advantage. If there should be any 
utility in history, it must be very useful, that it should 
be accurate — which it never will be, unless there be 
a solicitude to ascertain the truth even of its minutest 
parts. History is read with pleasure, and with moral 
effect, only so far as it engages our feelings in the merit 
or demerit, in the fame or f(»tune, of historicaJ person- 
ages. If it did not excite such feelings, we should 
study it with the same coolness and tranquillity with 
which we study physical science. But, in contemplat- 
ing the fortunes of our fellow creatures, in history, in 
fiction, or in real life, we are eager, we are intensely 
anxious to discover the guilt or innocence, the claims 
to eminence, or the events of the lives of those whose 
characters have excited in our minds strong feelings, 
whether friendly or adverse. Our interest in the his- 
tory of past times is of the same nature with our sen- 
timents on the matters that daily occur around us. 
The breathless anxiety, with which the obscure and 

* Edinburgh Review for June 1826, vol. 44, page 1 ; in an 
article ascribed to Sir James Mackintosh. 
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conflicting evidence on a tfial at law is watched bj the 
by-standers, is but a variety of the same feeling, which 
prompts the reader of history to examine the proofs 
against Mary Queen of Scots, with as deep interest as 
if she were alive; and were now on her trial. And it is 
wisely ordered, that it should be so. For the condition 
of mankind would not, upon the whole, be bettered by 
our feeling less strongly about each others' concerns.' 

This able writer then enumerates various problems 
of the kind in question — as, * Who wrote the book 
which bears the name of Thomas a-Kempis 1 Who was 
Perkin Warbeck ? Was Queen Mary an accomplice 
in the murder of Lord Darnley ? Who was the Pris- 
oner in the Iron Mask ? Who was the writer of the 
Whole Duty of Man 7 Who lorote the Letters of 
Junius ? ' And, after briefly adverting to the state of 
the evidence on these several problems, he makes the 
following remarks on the last of them : 

' The writer of the Letters of Junius is still undis- 
covered [June, 1826]. The only claim entitled to 
discussion, is that set up lor Sir Philip JPrancis, in 
spite of that gentleman himself,^ by Mr Taylor, in the 
very ingenious book, too boldly entitled ' Junius Iden- 
tified.' * From that book^ especially fi-om the interest 

* After the appearance of Mr Taylor's first pablication, 
the Editor of the English Montldy Magazine made a direct in- 
quiry of Sir Philip Francis, as to his authorship ; to this the fol- 
lowing reply was made ; which, notwithstanding its strong lan- 
guage, Mr Taylor is pleased to consider as so evasive, that he 
wonders *• how any one can have been misled by it fox a mo- 
ment : ' 

'Sir, — The great civility of your letter induces me to an- 
swer it, which, with reference merely to its subject matter, 
I should have declined. Whether you will assist in giving 



INTRODUCTORY ESSAY. XUl 

taken by Junius in the petty intrigues of the War 
Office, and from the coincidence of the artificial hand- 
writing of Junius with the artificial hand-writing of Sir 
Philip, in the possession of Mr Giles, we may probably 
infer, that Sir Philip was in the confidence of Junius 
knd perhaps his amanuensis. The supposition, how- 
ever, most prevalent among contemporary politicians 
and men of letters was, that the Letters were written 
by Mr Dyer, an original member of Johnson's Club, 
and an intimate friend of Burke, from whom the writer 
might have received some of his information, perhaps 
casually ; and from whose conversation the few but 
striking BurTdsms, so much at variance with the gen- 
eral tenor of the style, might have overflowed into the 
mind of Dyer and almost insensibly dropped from his 
pen. A simple test ascertains the political connexion 
of Junius — the only circumstance which he could 
not disguise, because it could not he concealed toithout 
defeating his general purpose. He supported the cause 
of authority against America — with Mr Grenville, the 
minister who passed the Stamp Act. He maintained 
the highest popular principles on the Middlesex Elec- 
tion — with the same statesman, who was the leader 
of opposition on that question. No other party in the 
kingdom but the Grenvilles combined these two opinions ; 
and it is very unlikely, that a private writer, unpledged 
and unconnected, should have spontaneously embraced 
political doctrines, which, though ingenuity might re- 

currency to a silly, malignant falsehood, is a question for your 
own discretion. To me it is a matter of perfect indiflference. 

I am, Sir, yours, &c. 

P. Francis.' 

« To the Editor of ike Monthly Magazine.* 
b* 
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concile them in reasoning, were, in ' the disputes of 
that period, the opposite extremes.' 

After these just remarks, this reviewer arrives at the 
following conclusion — * Whoever revives the inquiry, 
therefore, unless he discovers positive and irresistible 
evidence in support of his claimant, should show him 
to be poUticaUy attached to the GrenviUe party ^ which 
Junius certainly was, and must also produce some spe- 
cimens of his writings of tolerable length, such as 
might afford reasonable ground for believing, that he 
could have written these Letters — which must be 
allowed to be finished models, though not of the purest 
and highest sort of composition. The general vigor 
of a man's mental powers affords little more proof that 
he could be a good writer, than that he could be a great 
painter. There may indeed be evidence so positive, as 
will establish the truth of the supposition which ap- 
peared most improbable — as has actually happened in 
the case of the Iron Mask. But such possibilities 
must exist in all moral reasonings.' 

On the present question, however, the reviewer justly 
adds, in a note to his article (p. 6), the following qual- 
ifications of his general conclusion — 'It is not to be 
understood, that other persons may not have held opin- 
ions adverse to the cause of the Americans and favor- 
able to that of Wilkes. The value of the criterion 
depends on the improbability, that, on the two most 
important questions which occurred for ten years, a 
writer of great ability should zealously, frequently, and 
for a long period, write in support of the popular side 
on one, and of the unpopular on the other, unless he, 
or those whom he supported, had been pledged to these 
opposite opinions, by measures of so public and decisive 
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a nature as to cat off all retreat It may be obserred 
also, that Junius, who is unfriendly to Lord Chatham 
in the beginning, loads that nobleman with panegyric, 
after he was reconciled to Lord Temple and Mr Gren- 
ville. There did, and perhaps there still does exist, a 
private letter from Junius to Mr Grenville, professing 
political attachment, and at the same time discouraging 
all sfltempts to pluck off his mask. Wilkes was origi* 
nally Member for Aylesbury, and Lieutenant Colonel of 
the Bucks Militia, under Lord Temple. Hence the 
extravagantly disproportioned interest taken by Junius 
in every petty intrigue of alderman and sheriffs, which 
touched that celebrated adventurer. Though a few 
letters were written after the death of Mr Grenville, 
yet to that event and the dissolution of his party, the 
cessation of Junius is to be attributed. In these cir- 
cumstances, and others not yet publicly known, originat* 
ed the supposition that Mr Lloyd was Junius. But 
some specimen of his writing is wanting to countenance 
that supposition. In the cases of Dyer and Francis, 
the two candidates of most plausible pretension, no 
proof has hitherto appeared of connexion toith the Grenr 
viUe party. Some resemblance of style in Francis is 
a very inconsiderable argument ; for almost every con- 
tributor to a newspaper, during the twenty years which 
followed the Letters, was an imitator of Junius.' * 

The justness of these reflections will be evident upon 
a careful attention to the facts exhibited in the follow- 
ing Letters ; and, to use the language of the science of 
demonstration, all the essential conditions of the prob- • 
lem will be satisfied. In order, however, that the 

* Edinbargh Review, ttli sup. 
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reader may be possessed of the actual state of this cari- 
ous and interesting question, it may be usefbl to take a 
brief review of the history of the Junius controversy. 
For, though every reader has a general knowledge of 
it, yet few persons, probably, have a sufficiently precise 
recollection of particulars to enable them to make any 
useful comparison of what has been written, or suppos- 
ed to be discovered, with what is brought into view in 
the present publication. A very summary account of 
the principal claims, which have been made for different 
authors, will accordingly be here given. 

On the first appearance of Junius's Letters, the atten- 
tion of the public, as well as of the parties interested, 
was immediately directed to the discovery of an author, 
who discussed the gravest constitutional questions with 
an ability, which was equalled only by his remorseless 
severity and fearlessness in scanning the measures and 
private characters of the men, who directed the 
affairs of Great Britain at that period — not sparing 
even the sacred and inviolable majesty of the sover- 
eign himself. 

The various claims, however, which have been made 
on behalf of the greater part of the supposed authors, 
may be disposed of without any difficulty ; even some 
which have been brought forward under the most plau- 
sible and imposing circumstances. In this class we 
may now place that, which has been lately re- 
newed with so much earnestnestness, for Mr Charles 
Lloyd, who was at that period a clerk of the Treasury, 
and afterwards a deputy-teller of the Exchequer. Much 
importance has been attached to this claim, in conse- 
quence of the very decided opinion in its favor, which 
was long entertained, and was defended to the last with 
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. the most obstinate heroisnd, by that late eminent Eng- 
lish scholar, Dr Parr — a claim, to which the authority 
of this ven^ated and remarkable man has given its chief 
consequence, but which will be examined in^a subse- 
quent part of our remarks, and, as we think; shown to be 
unsupported. 

For the mere convenience of reference, the claims 
of the supposed authors will be here very briefly con- 
sidered, in the alphabetical order of their respective 
names or titles. 

1. Lord ^sHBURTON, more familiarly known as Mr 
Dunning, the celebrated English lawyer, has been 
long suspected as the author of Junius. The most 
formal and express claim in his favor was made in the 
highly valuable, though now somewhat neglected, edi- 
tion of Junius, published in London in 1801, under the 
name of ' Robert Heron, Esquire,* and reprinted in 
the United States in 1804, upon which some further 
remarks will be hereafter made. That editor says, in 
very guarded language — * I believe myself to have 
nearly discovered who was certainly the author of these 
Letters. But I have, without entirely satisfying my- 
self, protracted inquiries, and renewed my doubts, till 
the necessity of publication calls upon me to interrupt 
them with an imperiousness that is no longer to be re- 
sisted. I cannot now lay before the reader all the de- 
tails of facts and circumstances on which my judgment 
is founded. The result I shall briefly state. The au- 
thor of these Letters was no other than the celebrated 
Dunning, afterwards Lord Ashburton.* 

- This editor then proceeds to argue, but by no means 
on satisfactory grounds, that Lord Ashburton aione had 
those motives for attacking Lord Mansfield and the Duke 
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fiif Grafton, whieh eertainly influenced tbe mind of Ju- 
nius-^ that he alone possesBed that knowledge of the 
eonstitutioBa} law-— that the nervous, epigrammatic 
cast of his speeches and pleadings had no mean resem- 
l^ance to the style and manner of Junius — that he had 
those political connexions with different parties and in- 
dividuals, which the letters imply — that he had the 
strongest reasons ^ concealing the authorship forever, 
on account of the favors received by him from the 
crown, d&c. 

In answer to this claim, however, it is justly observed 
in the Preliminary Essay to Woodfall's Junius •*- now 
well understood to- have been written by Dr John 
Mason Good — that 'Dunning was Solicitor General 
at the .time these Letters first appeared, and for more 
than a twelve-month afterwards ; and Junius himself 
has openly and solemnly affirmed — ^^ I am no lawyer 
by profession; nor do I pretend to be more deeply read 
than every EInglish gentleman should be in the laws of 
bis country." Dunning was a man of high and unblem- 
ished honor, as well as of high independent principled ; 
it cannot therefore be supposed, that he would have 
vilified the king, while one of the king's confidential 
servants and counsellors ; nor would he as a barrister 
have written to Woodfall in the course of a confidential 
correspondence — '* I am advised^ that no jury will find a 
bill.' " ♦ 

To these remarks we may add, that Junius constant- 
ly manifests a fixed and by no means an affected con- 
tempt for the' legal profession. In one of his letters to 
Mr Wilkes (Sept. 18, 1771), he says, with an earnest 

* See, among other 'places, Junius's Preface ; Letters 14 and 
68 ; Private Letters to Wilkes, Sept. 18, 1771 , No 70. 
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desire to repel the suspicion of his being one of that 
fraternity — 'Though I use the terms of art, do not 
injure me so much as to suspect I am a lawyer. I had 
as lief be a Scotchman. It is the encouragement given 
to disputes about titles, which has supported that iniqui* 
tons profession at the expense of the community.'* 
And in one of his letters to Lord Mansfield, he says in 
the same contemptuous strain — ' To investigate a ques- 
tion of law demands some labor and attention, though 
very little genius or sagacity. As a practical prof ession, 
the study of the law requu*es but a moderate portion of 
abilities. The learning of a pleader is usually on a 
level with his integrity t .... If there be any instances 
upon record, as some there are undoubtedly, of genius 
and morality united in a lawyer, they are distinguished 
by their singularity, and operate as exceptions.' ^ 

It is not easy in all cases to determine, how far we 
may safely draw a conclusion from the declarations 
made by an anonymous writer respecting himself; but 
we may, without much risk of error, assume it as 
a safe ground of argument, that it is next to impossible 
for a writer to put on a professional character, when it 
is not his real one, or to throw it off when it is, 
without betraying himself in his language or mode of 
thinking ; he cannot at all times be upon his guard. 
Now the declarations of Junius, that he was not a lawyer 
by profession, and his contemptuous opinions of the pro- 
fessors of the law, are consistently kept up throughout 

* WoodfaH's Junius, vol. 1, p. 312. 

tit may be remarked, in passing, 1 that this term, pleader, 
appears to be here used rather in the popular than the profes- 
sional sense. 

t Junius, Letter 68. 
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his letters; they may therefore be assumed as truly 
indicating that he was not a lawyer. 

From considerations of this kind, that eminent Eng- 
lish jurist, Charles Butler, Esq. inferred, as he origin^ 
ally expressed himself, that Junius * was not a profound 
lawyer, from the gross inaccuracy of his legal expres- 
sions ;' as when he says * in his Dedication to the English 
nation,' the power of king, lords and commons is not 
an arbitrary power. They are the trustees, not the 
owners of the estate. The fee simple is in m5.' Now 
in all trusts of the inheritance, Mr Butler remarks, * the 
fee simple is in the trustees.' * This learned writer, in 
the second volume of his Reminiscences, expresses him- 
self in still stronger terms, and does not merely suppose 
that Junius was not ' a profound' lawyer, but says, that 
a strong argument against his being ' a lawyer' by pro- 
fession, might be supported by the great inaccuracy of 
some of his legal expressions. He then quotes a second 
time, the inaccurate expression just cited. With that 
candor, however, which distinguishes his writings, he 
opposes to this argument a remark made to him by Burke 
on that point — ' Junius,' said Mr Burke in reply, ' proba- 
bly was thinking of those long terms for years, which you 
lawyers so dexterously carve out of the fee simple, while 
you leave the fee simple in possession of the owner.' On 
this same 'inaccuracy' of Junius, Mr Barker observes, 
' an intelligent legal friend thinks, that in that particular 
instance the mistake might have been made by a pro- 
fessional man, because many lawyers are much less 
acquainted than Mr Butler is with the conveyancing de- 
partment of the law.'t 

* Butler's Reminiscences, vol. 1, p. 71, and Note, American 
edition, 
t Barker's Letters on the Authorship of Junius. London, 1828 
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But, whatever weight should be given to the inference 
drawn from this single expression of Junius (which is 
only one circumstance among many in the course of the 
work), the pqblic is now in possession of one piece of 
evidence, from the family of Lord Ashburton, which is 
not to be lightly rejected. Mr Butler, in a letter to Mr 
Barker of the 14th of June, 1828, l(mg subsequent to the 
publication of the RemimscenceSf states the following 
facts : * It was once mentioned to me, that the late Lady 
Ashburton produced a proof-impression of one of Ju- 
nius's Letters, with corrections of the press in Mr Dui^ 
ning's handwriting. This was afterwards explicitly con- 
firmed by a letter from a person present, when Lady 
Ashburton produced the letter. Being well acquainted 
with the last Lord Ashburton, I informed his lordship of 
the tale, and requested his sentiments upon it. He 
disclaimed, with indignation, his father's authorship of 
the letters ; said, no such proof-impression had been 
found among his papers, and that he had never heard 
his mother mention anjrthing of the kind. He stated 
other circumstances, which led him to think, that the 
story deserved no attention.' * 

On an impartial review, then, of the evidence adduced 
in favor of the opinion expressed by Mr Heron and 
many others — that Lord Ashburton was the author of 
Junius, — we cannot resist the conclusion, that it is not 
supported. 

2. Hugh Macaulay Boyd. It is justly remarked, in 
the Preliminary Essay to Woodfall's Junius, that 'of 
all the pretenders, however, to the honor of having writ- 
ten Junius, Hugh Macaulay Boyd has been Jbrought 
forward with the most confidence.' He adds, ' yet of all 

* Barker's Letters, preface, p. Iziv. 
c 
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of them, there is not one whose claims are more easily 
and completely refuted.' ♦ Mr Butler, too, in a letter 
originally published in the Anti-Jacobin Review, and 
now republished in his Reminiscences, observes — 
' As for Macaulay Boyd's being the author of Junius it 
is a perfect joke ; no two characters can be more per- 
fectly unlike, than Boyd's and Junius's He must 

have been very young, when Junius's letters were 
written. 'f 

The argument in favor of Boyd, as stated in Wood- 
fall's Junius, rests principally upon * three slender facts.' 
Boyd's imitation of the style of Junius — the suspicion 
of Almon the printer respecting his handwriting — and 
an anecdote of Lord Irnham, 'in conjunction with a 
few others of a nature merely collateral, and which, when 
separated from them, prove nothing whatever ' — though 
these gentlemen [the advocates of Boyd] undertake to 
regard it as a moral certainty that Macaulay Boyd did 
write the letters of Junius.' 

All these arguments have been, as we think, satisfac- 
torily answered, at large, in the Preliminary Essay 
above cited. We shall here advert to but two or three 
of them. 

The early letters of Junius (published under the sig- 
natures of Atticus and Lucius), were written when 
Boyd must have been on a visit to Ireland, in 1768 ; 
yet * the rapidity with which they seized hold of the 
events of the moment and replied to the numerous vin«< 
dications and apologies of the government party,' proves, 
that they ' must have been written, not at Belfast, but 
in London or its immediate vicinity.' \ To this the 

* Woodfall's JimiiiB, vol. i, p. 133. 

t Butler's ReminiBcences, voL i, p. 78, Amer. edition. 

X Woodfall'B Junius, vol. i, p. 148, 150, 144. 
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learned editor adds another fact of no small weight— 
that the late Mr Woodfall ' made no scruple of denying 
the assertion [of Boyd's authorship] peremptorily ; ad- 
mitting at the same time, that he was not absolutely 
certain who did write them.' The first of these ' early 
letters' appeared, under the signature of Poplicola, in 
the Public Advertiser of April 28, 1767, ' when Boyd 
had not, as yet, attained his 21st year ' — an age at 
which he could not have been competent to discuss the 
great subjects of the letters, and when it would not have 
been natural for him to have made such reflections as 
the following — ' after long experience of the world I 
affirm before God, I never knew a rogue who was not 
unhappy '* — with innumerable others of a similar cast. 
The pecuniary circumstances, too, of Boyd, who was 
described by Almon as ' a broken gentleman without a 
guinea in his pocket, ' axe totally inconsistent with those 
of Junius, as manifested on all occasions of his corres- 
pondence with Woodfall. But for further details of 
Boyd, we refer the reader to Woodfall's Junius. 

3. Edmund Burke, It was justly remarked many 
years ago, that ' the style, the favorite phraseology, the 
methods of reasoning, several of the principles, the topics 
and images of illustration in the letters of Junius, are 
as entirely different from those in the works of Burke, as 
it is possible for the effusions of one great mind to be from 
those of another, on the same class of subjects.' t Since 
that period, the claim in favor of Burke has been renew- 
ed by his biographer, Mr Prior. But, as Mr Butler ob- 
serves, * he has not removed even one of the objections 
made to Mr Burke's authorship in the former volume of 

* Woodfairs Junius, vol. i p. 152, note, 
t Heron's Junius, vol. i, p. 67, American edition. 
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the Reminiscences ; and the facts adduced by the biog- 
rapher in support of it, fall very short of proof.' In the 
volume alluded to, Mr Butler had observed, that Burke 
spoke of Junius ' in terms of disgust' * This learned 
writer then makes the following discrimination in the 
characteristics of Burke and Junius. 'Mr Burke gen- 
eralizes every thing ; Junius dwells forever on particu- 
lars ; Junius frequently leaves half his meaning to be 
guessed ; Burke displays all. Can any reason be assign- 
ed for attributing to Mr Burke the personal hatred 
which Junius evidently had for his late majesty, the 
Duke of Bedford, or for Lord Mansfield? Those, who 
knew the very lofty notions which Mr Burke entertain- 
ed of himself and his own ministerial powers and qualifi- 
cations, must think it impossible that he should have 
written the line — *I accept a simile fh>m Burke, a 
sarcasm from Barre.'f Those too, who know the labor 
which any literary labor cost Mr Burke, his endless blots, 
emendations and transcriptions, and ultimately his 
private impressions, still blotted and stiD amended, 
must be sensible how irreconcilable all this is with the 
fecundity and rapidity of Junius.' 

Mr Butler then adds, what is of a more decisive j 

character — that *on several most important points, i 

Burke and Junius were in direct opposition to each 
other ; Burke was a partizan of Lord Rockingham ; 
Junius, of George Grenville. On the Stamp Act, on 
Triennial Parliaments, they were completely at vari- 
ance. Junius attached much importance to city poli- 
tics ; in these Burke never appeared.' Nor is it credit 

I 

* Butler's Reminiscences, vol. i, p, 69, &c. 

t Junitts's Letters. | 
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bt^, as Mr Butler and others have remarked, that Burke 
would have spoken of himself in such terms of eulogy 
as he applies to Junius, in one of his speeches in the 
House of Commons : * How comes this Junius/ says he, 
' to have broke through the cobwebs of the law, and to 
range uncontrolled, unpunished, through the land? 
The myrmidons of the court have been long, and are 
still j pursuing him in vain. They will not spend their 
time upon me, or you, or you. No! they disdain such 
vermin when the mighty boar of the forest, that has 
broke through all their toils, is before them. But what 
will all their efibrts avail? No sooner has he wounded 
one than he strikes down another dead at his feet. For 
my part, when I saw his attack upon the King, I own my 
blood ran cold. I thought he had ventured too far, and 
that there was an end to his triumphs. Not that he had 
not asserted many truths ; yes, sir, there are in that com- 
position many bold truths, by which a wise prince might 
profit. It was the rancour and venom with which I 
was struck. In these respects the North Briton is as 
inferior to him, as in strength, wit and judgment. But 
while I expected in this daring flight his final ruin and 
fall, behold him rising still higher, and coming down 
souse upon both houses of parliament! Yes, he did 
make i/ou his quarry, and you still bleed from the 
wounds of his talons. You crouched, and still crouch, 
beneath his rage. Nor has he dreaded the terrors of 
your brow, sir;* for he has attacked even you — he 
has — and I believe you have no reason to triumph in 
the encounter. In short, after carrying away our royal 

• Sir Fletcher Norton (Speaker of the Hoase of Commons), 
who was dutinguished by a pair of large, black eye-brows. 
c* 
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eagle in his pounces, and dashing him against a loeky 
he has laid you prostrate ; and king, k>rds, and com- 
mons are but the sports of his fury. Were he a* member 
of this house, what might not be expected from his know- 
ledge, his firmness and integrity? He would easily 
be known by his contempt of all danger, by his penetra^ 
tion, by his vigor. Nothing would escape his vigilance 
and activity. Bad ministers could conceal nothing 
from his sagacity, nor could promises nor threats induce 
him to conceal anything from the public' 

In addition to these circumstances, Mr Burke, in the 
year 1784, instituted a prosecution against Junius's 
printer, Woodfall ; and, though considerable interest was 
made with Mr Burke to induce him to drop the prose- 
cution, in different stages, he was inexorable, and pur- 
sued it to a verdict * with the utmost acrimony,' * and 
obtained ^100 damages, ' the whole of which was paid 
to the prosecutor.' t Besides this, his political conduct, 
was wholly at variance with the supposition of his au- 
thorship. Among other instances, when Mr Grenville 
published his ' Present State of the Nation ' (in 1769), 
Burke immediately answered it, and arraigned the au- 
thor and his friends with a vehemence peculiar to him- 
selfl 

It is also a fact, that Burke always disclaimed the 
authorship. As long ago as the year 1779, Dr John- 
son observed — * I should have believed Burke to be 
Junius, because I know no man but Burke who is ca- 
pable of writing these letters ; but Burke spontaneously 
denied it to me. The case would have been different, 

* Butler's Remixuscences, vol. J, page 81. * 
t Woodfall's Junius, vol. i, page 102, note. 
t Ibid. 



INTAOBUCTORY ESSAY. XfU 

had I asked him if he was the author ; a man so ques* 
tioned, as to an anonymous publication, may think he 
has a right to deny it.' * On another occasion he is 
stated to have denied it,. as related in the following an- 
ecdote ; Dean Marley, who was at a watering place with 
him, at a distance from London, suspected him of the 
authorship ; but upon the appear^ance of one of Junius's 
letters and an immediate reply to it, which could not 
have been made by Burke at that distance, Dean Mar* 
ley said to him — 'Now, Burke, I am clear that you 
are not the author of Junius ; ' and Burke answered — 
' I could not write like Junius, and if I could, I would 
not.' t He is also said to have ' expressly and satisfac- 
torily denied it to Mr William Draper, who purposely 
interrogated him upon the subject ; the truth of which 
denial is, moreover, corroborated by the testimony of 
the late Mr Woodfall, who repeatedly declared that 
neither of them [Courtney nor Burke] was the writer.' | 
One of Mr Burke's biographers, Dr Bissett, after 
briefly and candidly stating the general arguments for 
and against his authorship, comes to the following re- 
markable conclusion, which is believed to be peculiar 
to himself. ' Were I,' says he, ' to hazard an opinion 
on the subject, it would be, that Burke was not most 
frequently the writer of Junius's letters, if he was of 
any. Though very excellent, they are not equal, nor 
peculiarly similar, to his productions. They have been 
imputed to Lord George Germain [Lord Sackville], but 
I cannot accede to that opinion. Lord George is close 

* BosweU's Life of Johnaon, rol. i, page 83, American edit, 
t Letter of General Cockbume to the Editor of the Dublin 
Magazine, as cited in Mr Barker's Letters, page 239. 
X Woodfall's Jonins, Prefiminary Essay, page 101. 
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and correct; in Chose qualities he resembles Junius; 
he does not abound in point and imagery ; and in those 
qualities does not resemble Junius. I think Lord George 
Germain not Junius, because inferior to the latter ; 
Burke, because superior/ * 

Another, and a popular biographer, Mr Prior, in- 
dines to the opinion that Burke was the author of Ju- 
nius. His reasoning on the point is certainly remark- 
able ; and, if resorted to in other cases, would lead to 
results as remarkable. He says, in the first place, that 
' internal evidence, so far as regards the style, is not 
to be looked for, where the aim was such profound con- 
cealment' Undoubtedly the author would desire to 
conceal himself under an assumed style, and might for 
a short time, in a single letter or two, succeed in his 
attempt. But, unless he were already known to 
the public as a writer, there would be no necessity of as- 
suming this disguise ; and if he had written enough to 
have formed a manner which already distinguished iiim 
fi'om others, his habit and manner would, in a course of 
steady writing for four or five years, frequently break 
out and betray him. Besides, why do we argue that 
Junius's Letters themselves were all written by one 
person, unless from their generally uniform character 
in style and matter ? And why are the advocates of 
different candidates for the authorship called upon to 
produce specimens of acknowledged productions of their 
candidates, in proof of their claims ? 

This biographer also adopts the common mode of ar- 
gument on another point ; that the attacks and sneers 
aimed at his candidate by Junius, and the incompati- 

* Bissett's Life of Burke, vol. i, p. 164, 2d edition. 
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bility of their political opuiions, are to be considered 
as profound stratagems of war, to which the secret ene- 
my resorted, the better to conceal himself. On this 
latter point, the reasoning of the able reviewer above 
quoted is a sufficient reply — Junius had certain po- 
litical objects in view, which he could only hope to ef> 
feet by the aid of his political friends ; he could not, 
therefore, have the childish folly to attempt, under a 
disguise, to write down the same political friends and 
their measures, whom he was strenuously exerting him- 
self in public to advance and defend. 

4. i?ri?t«^/(er, Bishop of Hereford; formerly Secretary 
to the Right Hon. Bilson Legge, Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and father to the present Lord Stawell. On 
the subject of his claims, it has been observed — ' that 
although he was a man of some ability, and occasionally 
a political writer, yet ' he never dis<^vered those talents 
that could in any respect put him upon an equality with 
Junius.'* To which may be added the opinion of * a 
friend of Dr Butler's and who himself took an active 
part in the politics of the times,' as expressed in ' a 
letter to a high official character of the present day.' 
He says — ' from all that I was ever able to learn of the 
Bishop's personal character y he was incapable of dis- 
covering or feeling those rancorous sentiments, so un- 
becoming his character as a Christian, and his station as 
a prelate, expressed towards the Duke of Graflon, Lord 
North, Sir William Draper, and others — more especial- 
ly the king.'t 

5. The Earl of Chatham. This celebrated man» 
has been often mentioned among the conjectured auth* 

* Woodfall's Junius, Preliminarj Essay, p. 120. 
t Ibid, p. 121. 
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ors of Junius; but, though a general and indistinct view 
of the evidence, in a mass and on one side only, might 
leave an impression favorable to this opinion, yet the 
moment we begin to analyze it, the impression is dissi- 
pated. The whole course of opinions maintained or 
combated by Junius on several fundamental points in 
the politics of that day, were in direct opposition to those 
of Lord Chatham. * He could not ' as an able writer 
before quoted observes, ' disguise his political connexion^ 
because it could not be concealed without defeating his 
general purpose.' * Besides this, the severe attacks of 
Junius upon Lord Chatham from the year 1767 to 1709, 
not exceeded and perhaps not equalled in rancour by any 
of his letters, and afterwards his unmeasured panegyric 
of that eminent man, are utterly incompatible with the' 
supposition of his authorship ; as will abundantly ap- 
pear in the course of the following letters. 

It is a little remarkable, that this hypothesis, which 
was started several years ago (we believe it is mention- 
ed in the Monthly Review of 1810, among other places, 
but we have not the volume at hand), should be revived 
at the present time, simultaneously, by one writer in 
England, Mr Swinden, and by one in our own country, 
Dr Benjamin Waterhouse. The modest and unassum- 
ing tcMie of the former, which is a small pamphlet, forbid 
our speaking of it in such terms as its slender and 
unsatisfactory contents would justify. When a writer 
who undertakes to discuss a subject, of all others, 
requiring careful examination and minute accuracy, 
comes so ill prepared to his task, that he confounds Mr 
George Grenvilie with Lord Grenville •— and feels so 
insecure in his historical knowledge, that he speaks of 

* Edinburgh Review, vol. 44, p. 5. 
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the most notorious events as of occnrrences which he 
has 'understood* to have happened, his readers will 
take little satisfaction in accompanying him through an 
intricate investigation. The work of our learned country- 
man, Dr Waterhouse, who is a veteran in the corps of 
our American literati, as well as in his own profession, 
is of a very different character. The writer of the fol- 
lowing letters, p. 230, considers it the best which he has 
seen on the authorship of Junius ; though he cannot, of' 
course, consider the argument of Dr Waterhouse as satis- 
factory. For further remarks upon it we refer the reader 
to the whole of his 32d letter ; as we also do to the 
whole series of the letters, for an answer to the argo* 
ments which are urged in favor of Lord Chatham's au- 
thorship. 

6. Dunning. — See Ashburton. 

7. Samuel Dyer, He is described by Boswell as ' a 
most learned and ingenious member of the Literary 
Club, for whose understanding and attainments Dr John^ 
son had great respect.'* But he died September 14, 
1772; and Junius continued to write for some months 
after that ; his last letter being dated January 19, I773.f 

8. Henry Flood, It is a sufficient answer to the 
claim made in his favor, that he was absent from Lon- 
don (being in Ireland) throughout a great part of the 
summer pf 1768, and at a time when Junius was con- 
stantly corresponding with his printer, and with a 
rapidity whicu could not have beeA maintained, even at' 
a hundred, and occasionally at less than fifty miles dis- 
tance from the British metropolis.| 

* BoBweirs Life of Johnson, vol. i, p. 374. 

f WoodfaU*8 Junius, Preliminaiy Essay, vol. i, p. 100. 

t Ibid, 157. 
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9. Sir PMUp IVancis. The claims made in favor of 
this gentleman have for some time past attracted much 
attention. The volume published in suj^port of them, 
by Mr Taylor, under the tide of Junius Identified^ 
reached a second edition in England in 1818, and has 
been once published in America. Of this work Mr 
Butler observes -^ ^ the exttrnal evidence is very strong ; 
80 strong, perhaps, that if he had been tried upon it for 
a libel, and the case had rested upon the facts from 
which this evidence is formed, the judge would have 
directed the jury to find him guilty. But the internal 
evidence against him, firom the inequality of his ac- 
knowledged writings, is also very strong ; if the able 
author of the article " Junius " in the Edinburgh Review 
[for November, 1817], had not professed a different 
opinion, the present writer would have pronounced it 
decisive.'* And by way of reply to the argument fi)und- 
ed on some passages of Sir Philip's writings, Mr 
Butler justly asks — ' Are the glow and loftiness discern- 
ible in every page of Junius once visible in any of these 
extracts? Where do we find in the writings of Sir 
Philip, those thoughts that breathe, those words that 
bum, which Junius scatters in every page ? A single 
drop of the cobra [de] capeUOy which falls firom Junius 
so often.'f 

In these sentiments, every reader, who is capable of 
feeling the force of English style, will concur. Mr 
Butler, after a short discussion of the question, comes 
to the conclusion, that * all extemal.eviden^ce is in favor 
of Sir Philip, all internal evidence is against him. Thus 
the argument on each side, neutralizes the argument 
on the other, and the pretension of Sir Philip vanishes.'^ 

* Reminiscenced, vol. i, p. 81. 
t Ibid, p. 83. 
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After this view of the case^ Mr Butler argues, that a 
third hypothesis is necessary, to which he himself in- 
clines — that Sir Philip might have acted as the aman- 
uensis of Junius, and might occasionally have given in- 
formation or hints to his principal, and therefore might 
properly be called his collaborator.' Mr Butler, how- 
ever, very candidly adds, that besides the fact of Sir 
Philip's being a young man at the time, the circum- 
stances of fortune, intercourse with the world, and the 
oiTers of indemnity to Woodfall, are all inconsistent 
with the claims made on his behalf* 

The deference manifested by Mr Butler for the 
opinion expressed in the Edinburgh Review will be di- 
minished by an article since published in the same jour- 
nal (for June, 1826, already quoted), in which it is ob- 
served — * The writer of the Letters of Junius is still 
undiscovered. The only claim entitled to discussion is 
that set up for Sir Philip Francis, in spite of that genr 
tleman himself, by Mr Taylor in the very ingenious 
book, too boldly entitled * Junius IdentifiedJ The 
able writer of this article, however, thinks, from cir- 
cumstances in the case, that we * may probably infer, 
that Sir Philip was in the confidence of Junius, and 
perhaps his amanuensis.' t 

In opposition- to the claim of Sir Philip Francis, Mr 
E. H. Barker has lately, with vast labor, collected in a 
volume of nearly six hundred pages, all the evidence 
which was accessible, by means of an extensive corres- 
pondence with various persons, who would be likely to 
possess any facts in relation to the subject. Those 
readers who have given any attention to this claim, if 

* Reminiscences, vol. i, page 83. 

+ Edinburgh Review, vol. xliv, page 9, for June, 1826. 

d 
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doubts have hitherto existed in their minds, must, we 
think, upon a careful and impartial consideration of the 
great mass of evidence now brought together, have 
their doubts removed. . In our humble judgment, this 
claim is completely demolished. 

It is impossible, in the limits prescribed to these re- 
marks, to give even an abridgment of the numerous 
facts and reasonings exhibited against this claim ; but 
a few of the principal ones must be noticed. 

One of them is, that although it may hare happened 
that Sir Philip Francis had feelings of revenge to grati- 
fy, for slighted services, and might, from that motive, 
have exposed the transactions of the War Office, yet, 
unluckily for this hypothesis, * Junius had sprung up 
two or three years before ; at first, under other names, 
and then under that Roman appellation, Junius ; ' and 
this hypothesis, too, as Mr Barker has observed, as- 
sumes, that Sir Philip, while only twentyseven years of 
age, and a clerk in that office, should have ventured 
into a political discussion that put at hazard his own 
advancement ; and that he must have begun his lite- 
rary career by a series of papers, perfect in their style 
of composition, and his political career by professing 
hose high public principles which belonged only to 
experienced statesmen.* 

Another formidable objection, stated at large by Mr 
Barker, in the language of his correspondent, is, the 
hostility shown for a long time by Junius to Lord Chat- 
ham ; which, it would be contrary to reason to suppose, 
could have proceeded from a man, who, like Sir Philip, 
had been patronised by that noble lord, and was under 

* Barker's Letters, pp. 5, 6. 
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such deep obl^atioBs to him.* Mr Burker, it is true, 
thinks that the author cited by him (Mr Coventry), 
does not state this part of the case with perfect fair- 
ness, becaiKe he omits to mention that Junius did, at a 
subsequent period, speak in warm commendation of 
Lord Chatham. But it may be still replied, that until 
some adequate cause shall be assigned for an opposite 
course of conduct oa the part of Sir Philip towards 
Lord Chatham at the two different periods — that is, 
bitter enmity to him in the outset, and conciliatory, and 
even friendly language accompanied with high pane- 
gyric, afterwarda->^the mere existence of such hostility 
on the part of the protege towards his patron still leaves 
much weight in this objection. Upon the hypothesis, how- 
ever, which is adapted in the following Letters, namely, 
that Lord Temple was the author of Junius, this same 
hostility and subsequent reconciliation become an essen- 
tial part of the. proof Mr Barker justly observes, that 
' in order to identify Sir Philip with Junius from the 
sentiments avowed by each about Lord Chatham, Mr 
Taylor is required to prove, that Sir Philip ever, at any 
period of his whole life, sympathized with Junius in per- 
sonal hatred and political hostility, or even in the 
smallest degree of personal and political aversion to 
Lord Chatham; if he cannot produce such a proof, 
then I maint^B, that he ought to abandon his opinion 
as quite untenable from this connderation alone.'t 

The argument in favor of Sir Philip Francis, which 
is feunded •» the resemblance of his style to that of Ju- 
nius, loses much of its weight by the fact, thait he never 

* See also Gentleman's Magazine for October, 1828. 
t Barker's Letters, p. 30, seqq. whwe the argomeot is carried 
oat at large. 
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published anything till several years afler Junius had 
ceased to write ; and he therefore had the same oppor- 
tunity with many other writers of forming his style upon 
that model. And, even with that advantage, though 
several resemblances in mere language have been in- 
dustriously brought together, yet the elevated and sus- 
tained tone of thinking, which characterises Junius as 
much as a lofly and steady flight distinguishes the royal 
bird above all others, is not, in our judgment, to be 
found in Sir Philip Francis. 

10. Mr Glover, the author of Leonidas. This writer is 
one of the only three, whose claims in the opinion of 
Mr Butler, ^deserve any consideration;' the other two 
are Burke and Sir Philip Francis. ' To support the 
pretensions of Mr Glover,' says Mr Butler, ' no evidence 
is adduced, except that something of the high Whig prin- 
ciples of Junius is discoverable in the volume which has 
been published of Glover's Memoirs ; and, that Glover 
is known to have lived in an elevated line of society, in 
which these principles were professed.' But this evi- 
dence, as Mr. Butler candidly admits, * amounts to little ; 
and the style of his *^ Memoirs " is very unlike that of 
Junius.' * It is unnecessary to add any thing further 
on the claims of Mr Glover. 

11. William Gerard HamiUan, familiarly known by the 
appellation of Single-Speech HamUon. Of him the 
editor of Woodfall's Junius observes — ' he had neither 
energy nor personal courage enough for such an under- 
taking ;' and * solemnly denied ' the authorship ' to Mr 
Courtney in his last illness, as that gentleman has per- 
sonally informed the editor;' the truth of which denial^ 

* Butler's ReminuNsences, yol. i, p. 100 — 101. 
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he adds, ' is moreover corroboraAed by the testiinoiiir of 
the Jate Mr Woodfall, who repeatedly declared, that 
neither of them [Hamilton aod Burke] was the writer 
of these oompositions.' ^ Besides this evidence, ACr Ma- 
lone, in his preface to Hamilton's Parliamentary L»gie, 
states, that Hamilton made a ' solemn asseveration near 
the time of his death, that he was not the author of 
Junius.' He adds the following anecdote^ which at 
once goes to the disclaiming of the authorship, and con- 
trasts the literary taste of the two writers — * The figures 
and allusions of Junius are often of so different a race 
from those which our author [Hamilton] would have 
used, that he never spoke of some of them without the 
strongest disapprobation; and particularly, when a 
friend, for the purpose of drawing him out, aflected to 
think him the writer of these papers, and, bantering 
faim on the subject, taxed him with that passage, in 
which a nobleman then in a high office, is said to have 
^' travelled through every sign in the political zodiac, 
from the scorpion^ in which he stung Lord Chatham, to 
the hopes of a virgin" &c., as if this imagery were 
much in his style. Mr Hamilton, with great vehe- 
mence exclaimed — " had I written such a sentence as 
that, I should have thought I had forfeited all preten- 
sions to good taste in composition forever." ' 

In addition to these facts, it will be also recollected, 
that Hamilton was chancellor of the exchequer in Ire- 
land firom 1763- to 1784, during which period all Ju- 
nius's Letters appeared ; and that he was also against 
a parliamentary reform, which with Junius was a favor- 
ite object.t The anecdote which has contributed to 

♦ Woodfiai'a JaniuB, vol. i, p. 100—101. 
f Woodfall's Junius, vol. i, p. 118. 
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fix the authorship on Hamilton — that he told one of 
his friends the contents of a letter of Junius before its 
puhlicationy is sufficiently accounted for, as has been 
often remarked, by supposing that Woodfell might have 
read it to him the day before it happened to be printed. 

12. Major-general Charles Lee. So much importance 
had been attached to the claim made in favor of Gen- 
eral Lee (originating in a statement of Mr T. Rodney, 
published in the Wilmington Mirror, State of Dela- 
ware), that the Editor of Woodfall's Junius has made 
a minute and careful comparison of dates, which con- 
clusively proves, that it is wholly unsupported. The 
results were, briefly — that Lee*s great distance from 
England, being on the continent of Eurc^e at that 
time, and his well known politics, render it impossible 
that he should have written the letters.* Mr Barker 
adds — that * General Lee had the requisite ardor of 
mind and the leisure, but wanted the spirit of industry 
admitted to have been indispensably necessary for Ju- 
nius.'f 

13« Charles Lloyd. That eibinent scholar, the late 
Dr Parr, in a letter to Charles Butler, Esq., dated 
April 9, 1822, says, in his usual emphatic manner, — 
* Your account of Junius is very entertaining ; but I 
tell you, and peremptorily tell you, that the real Junius 
was secretary to George Grenville, of whom you can- 
not forget, that having ceased to be prime minister, he 
was so provoked as to attend an angry county meeting 
in Bucks. The name of Junius was Lloyd. Lord 
Grenville ^knows, the late Marquis of Buckingham 
once dropped three or four significant words ; but I 

* Woodfall's Junius, vol. i. p. ]29< 
t Baiker's Letters, p. 43. 
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will tell you more when we meet in London.'* The 
same opinion is expressed with eqaal confidence in 
another letter from Dr Parr to Mr Butler — 'I, for 
these forty years, have had the firmest canvUtiany that 
Junius was Mr Lloyd, brother of Philip Lloyd, Dean 
of Norwich, and secretary to George Grenville.'f This 
learned writer has also noted down the same firm be> 
lief in the Catalogue of his Library, under the article 
Junius : ' The writer of Junius was Mr Lloyd, secre* 
tary to George Grenville, and brother to Philip Lloyd, 
dean of Norwich. This will one day or other be gen- 
erally acknowledged. S. P.':^ 

But this long settled ' and unshaken opinion of Dr 
Parr is opposed by the strong fact stated by the 
Editor of WoodfalFs Junius — that Lloyd was on his 
death-bed at the date of Junius's final letter, January 
19, 1773 — his death having taken place in three days 
afterwards, January 22, 1773 ; and yet the letter contains 
sufficient proof of having been written in the possession of 
full health and spirits,' &c.§ This single fact is thought, 
by the editor here cited, to be conclusive evidence against 
Mr Lloyd's claim. It has, however, been considered as 
far from being conclusive by several writers ; some of 
whom have observed, that a man might be well able to 
write such a letter, as the one last mentioned, even 
three days before his death ; that the letter itself is 

• Butler's Reminiflcencee, vol. ii., p. 241, American edit. 
Lett. xli. 

t Butler's Reminiscence, vol. ii, p. 223, Letter ix, without a 
date. 

% Bibtioth'. Farriana, p. 407. 

§ Woodfall's Juniui, vol. i, p. 100 of Prelim. EeMy. 
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irery short, and therefore proves nothing of intelleetoal 
ability/* 

Mr Butler is of this ofnnibn ; and he considers it 
a strong argument in favor of Uoyd, that when he 
died, Junius ceased to write.f But there are, obvious- 
ly, many other reasons than natural death for a dis- 
continuance of the Letters. In the letter now imme- 
diately under consideration he gives sufficient reasons 
for suspending his labors, though invited by WcibdM 
to resume his pen. He says — ' In the present state 
of things, if I were to write again, I must be as silly 
as any of the horned cattle that run mad through the 
city, or as any one of your wise aldermen. I meant 
the cause and the public. Bath are given up, I feel 
for the h<mor of this country, when I see that there are 
not ten men in it who will unite and stand together 
upon any one question. But it is all alike, vile and 
contemptible.'^: The editor of Heron's Junius also, in 
commenting upon an expression in the Dedicatien to 
the English Nation — 'if Junius lives, you shall often 
be reminded of it,' i. e. the dangers to which their 
apathy exposes them — makes the following just re- 
marks : * We do not know that this promise was ever 
fulfilled. Yet it is not fi-om this to be inferred, that 
the author of thei^ letters died immediately after he 
had collected thenu A change of mind, an alteration 
of circumstances, a thousand causes which we cannot 
estimate, might intervene, to make Junius drop the 
pen forever^ after he had formed a monument of ge- 

* Barker's Letters, p. 252. 
t Butler's Reminiscences, yol. i, p. 252. 
t Janius's Private Letters to WoodfiUI, Letter ^, in Wood^ 
fall's Junius, vol. i, p. 255. 



INTRODUCTORY ESSAY. xU 

nios and public virtue, which it is not easy to be sup- 
posed that he could have by any subsequent efiforts 
excelled/ * 

These views are entirely in accordance with the 
remarks of the late Editor of Woodfall's Junius, who 
says — * In truth it must have been, as he himself 
states it, ins'anity, to have persisted any longer in 
anything like a regular attack ; Lord Camden had 
declined to act upon his suggestion ; the great pha- 
lanx of the Whig party was broken up by the death of 
Mr George Grenville ; the vanity and extreme jealousy 
of Oliver and Home had introduced the most acrimo- 
nious divisions into the Society for supporting the Bill 
of Rights : and the leading patriots of the city had so 
intermixed their own private interests and their own 
private squabbles with the public cause, as to render 
this cause itself contemptible in the eye of the people 
at large. He had already tried, but in vain, to awaken 
the different contending parties to a sense of better 
and more honorable motives ; to induce them to forego 
their selfish and individual disputes, and to make a 
common sacrifice of them upon the altar of the consti- 
tution. Yet, at the same time, so small were his ex- 
pectations of success, so mean his opinion of the pre- 
tensions of most of the leading demagogues of the day 
to a real love of their country, and so grossly had he 
himself been occasionally misrepresented by them, that, 
in his confidential intercourse, he bade his correspond- 
ent beware of entrusting himself to theni. 'Nothing,' 
says he, * can be more express than my declaration 
against long parliaments ; try Mr Wilkes once more, 

• Heron*0 Junius, vol. i, p. xvii, of Dedication, in note. ^ 
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(who .was in privaie possession of his senHments upon 
this subject) ; speak for me in a most firieodly, hvXfirm 
tone, that I wiU not submit to be any longer aspersed. 
Between ourselves, let me recommend it to you to be 
much on your guard with patriots J* 

These are, certainly, good reasons for his ceasing to 
write ; and, upon the hypothesis that Lord Temple-was 
Junius, they will be found to have been the true <Mies. 

Besides; this letter of January 19, 1773, was ac- 
knowledged by Woodfall, in his reply of the 7th March 
following (in the Public Advertiser of the 8th March) 
as usual, and his ^ signals ' for Junius again thrown 
out; which would hardly have been done, if, as many 
believe, Woodfall knew Junius ; for at the time of this 
acknowledgment Lloyd had been dead a month and a 
half.t In that reply, too, Woodfall apologizes (March 
7), for not sending the copies of the Letters, which he 
was to get bound for the author, by informing him that 
be did not get them out of the binder's hands till the 
day before, March 6. He mu«t then have sent them, 
as Mr G. Coventry observes, in his correspondence 
with Mr Barker, to the place which had been a^^ioiat- 
ed by Junius, and this was not done till six weeks after 
Lfoyd's death. If then, Junius had been dead at that 
time, the books would probably have remained at the 
place, to which they were sent (the Coffee-House), and 
might have led to a discovery of the author at that 
period. 

13. John Roberts, It is sufficient to state here, as 
in the case of Mr Dyer, the simple fact, that Roberts 

* Woodfall't Junius, Preliminary £iny7Tol. i, p. 55. 
t Woodfall, Janiaa,Tol. i, S56, note. 
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died July l3, 1772, and that Junius continned to write 
six nuHiths after that time. 

14. The Rev. Philip Rosenhagen. His pretensions, 
says the Editor of Woodfall's Junius, are hardly worth 
noticing. He was ' a school^feliow of Mr H. S. Wood- 
fall, continued on terms of acquaintance with him in 
subsequent life, and occasionally wrote finr the Public 
Advertiser, but was repeatedly declared by Mr Wood- 
faO — who must have a competent evidence of the fact 
— not to be the author*' * To this may be added, that 

* he was of foreign origin, and coiild not have those 
English feelings in matters of politics which so forcibly 

-speak in every line ' of Junius.f 

15. Lord George Sackvilhy or Isord George Ger^ 
main. The claims, which have been oflen made on be- 
half of this celebrated man, have lately become a sub- 
ject of greater interest than ever to American readers, 
in consequence of an ingeniously written publication 
firom the pen of an American, in a little volume enti- 
tled, with some confidence, as we think, * Junius Un- 
masked, or Lord George Sackville proved to be Junius ; ' 
printed at Boston, 1828, but dated, in the preface, 

* B ,' which we presume is intended for some other 

place than Boston. This volume was called forth by 
that of Mr Coventry, which was published in London 
(1825) in favor of Lord Sackville's authorship — a 
point, which the American writer thinks Mr Coventry 

* has proved beyond any reasonable doubt.' This learn- 
ed writer, however, adds to Mr Coventry's evidence 
in the case ' a class of proofs yet stronger and more 
irresistible, which he [Mr Coventry] has in a great 

• Woodfaiirs Janiufl, vol. i, p. 121. 
t Heron's Junius, vol. i, p. 68. 
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measure, overlooked — I mean, the internal proofs de- 
rived from habits of thought and peculiarities oi style.' • 
So decisive does this writer consider the whole evi- 
dence to be, and so confident does he feel in the results 
of his examination, that he hopes ' it will not be thought 
that there is anything unbecoming or presumptuous ' 
in the title of his book — * Sackville proved to be Ju- 
nius.' * 1 am satisfied,' says he, * the proof is made 
out ; and I flatter myself others will be satisfied.' He 
afterwards adds — ' If the authorship of Junius be es- 
taUished, it may prevent, for the future, much idle 
speculation on the subject.' t 

How differently does the same evidence strike differ- 
ent minds ; and how little hope is there, especially in 
this inquisitive nation of ours, that we shall repress 
what this respectable writer calls ' idle ' speculation ! 
Since the publication of his ingenious work in 1828, 
our own press, to say nothing of the English, has al- 
ready issued two large books, and the present volume 
makes the third, all denying the claims of his candi- 
date. Lord Sackville, and each ascribing Junius to a 
different author. Justly may he exclaim with the des- 
pairing ancient — Ofrustra suscepti met lahores! O 
spesfallaces ! O cogitationes inanes mea ! 

The strong opinion, above quoted, of a writer who 
appears to have given more attention than the mass of 
readers to this controversy, and who shows himself to 
have a just perception of the force of English style, de- 
mands something more than the passing notice, with 
which he dismisses the claims of every other candidate 
than his own — when he says — * I think it unnecessa- 

* Junius Unmasked, preface, p. ii. 
t Ibid, p. V. 
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ry to beat down the slight pretensions set up in favor 
of almost all these claimants.' * 

How many and who of the other claimants this 
writer considers to have but 'slight pretensions/ does 
not distinctly appear ; but we should ourselves agree 
to his remark so far as this, that their pretensions will 
now, as we believe, prove to have been unfi>unded, 
however ingeniously they may have heretofin'e been 
supported. 

The arguments brought together by this writer in 
favor of Lord Sackviile are — *1. That he was more 
suspected than any other person at the time when Ju- 
nius appeared — 2. That he had the requisite talents 
^d learning — 3. That he had ' those strong motives, 
which only can account for the letters of Junius * — 
4. That the author of Junius had been a soldier, aa 
Sackviile had been — 5. That he had the friendships 
and animosities which are indicated in Junius's Let- 
ters— 6. That Junius, as 'can hardly be doubted,' 
was a member of the House of Commons, as was 
Sackviile — 7. That ' Lord Sackviile held the political 
sentiments expressed by Junius — 8. That Junius was 
noft an Irishman, yet had lived in Ireland — 9. That 
he was not a lawyer, but a man of rank and independ- 
ent fortune — 10. That one of the letters of Junius had 
upon it the words ' Pall-Mall,' near the signature, and 
that Lord Sackviile resided in that part of London — - 
11. The inquiry made by that * fool,' Swinney, of Lord 
Sackviile, to know if he was the author of Junius, only 
a day or two before it was mentioned to Woodfall by 
Junius — 12. The deep anxiety of Junius to remain 
concealed — 13. The anecdote related by Cumberland, 

* Junius Unmasked, pp. 9, 10. 
e 
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that Lord Sackville, just before his death, mentioiied 
* in jest/ that he was among the suspected authors, 
and his lordship did not make a formal denial of the truth 
of that suspicion — 14. Lord Sackville's last interview 
with Lord Mansfield, in which he earnestly asked forgive- 
ness, if he had ever been unjust to his great merits, or 
forgetful of his many favors, &c. 

The greater part of the reasons adduced by thb 
.writer, in support of Lord Sackville's authorship, are 
alike applicable, though perhaps not to the same ex- 
tent in every instance, to many other leading men of 
that period ; and a very satisfactory answer to the most 
important of them is given by a correspondent of Mr 
Barker's; whom that gentleman characterizes as an ' in- 
telligent friend to whom he owes many literary obliga- 
tions.' That correspondent observes — ' The cause as- 
signed [page 104 of Butler's Reminiscences] for Lord 
George Sackville's enmity to the King and Lord Mans- 
field is evidently erroneous ; for his lordship's trial and 
disgrace on account of the battle of Minden took place 
in the reign of George II. His lordship's animosity, in- 
deed, towards the Marquis of Granby might well be 
accounted for by what happened at Minden. But 
neither his late Majesty nor Lord Mansfield, it is be- 
lieved, had any concern in the prosecution ; besides, 
why should Lord George have stifled his resentment 
for nine or ten years ? Numerous occasions had offer- 
ed, long before Junius's Letters -were written, for at- 
tacking the Sovereign and the Chief Justice. It ap- 
pears, however, by Junius's early letters under various 
signatures, that his opposition to government arose fi-om 
the dismissal of the Grenville administration, and the re- 
peal of the American Stamp Act. What evidence have we 
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that Lard George SaekoiUe was attacked to the Orm- 
viUes? Another objection to the claims of Lord 
George arises from his early life and habits, which 
were miUtary ; whereas Junius professed profound 
constitutional knowledge.'* 

. This reasonings founded on general and comprdien- 
siire views, deserves attention ; and it is not outweighed 
by various little circumstances, which, apparently in 
conflict with it, are thrown together into the opposite 
scale of evidence. To the arguments adduced in this 
discussion, we should apply the old and sound maxim 
— that we must be governed, not by their number, but 
by their weight — ponderantur, non numeraniur. 

We may add one or two further considerations to 
those urged by the writer just quoted. Junius was at 
first extremely hostile to Lord Chatham ; but was after- 
wards reconciled to him. Now it does not appear that 
Lord Sackville's opinicms of that distinguished man 
ever underwent such nn entire change. This change, 
however, did take place in Lord Tempk^s feelings, as 
will appear throughout the present letters; and it 
exactly coincided, in time, with the open quanel b^ 
tween him and Lord Chatham. We think, too, that 
the writer above quoted, by Mr Barker, concedes 
more than the facts required in re^ct to the actual 
hostility of Junius to Lord Granby. It is abundantly 
evident, that there was no persona] animosity against 
him on the part- of Junius ; on the contrary, Junius 
says, he 'lamented his death,' and 'never spoke of 
him with resentment.'t Junius's vengeance was d^ 
rected against the party which included liord Granby's 

* Barker's Letters, Pref .p. zzir. 
t . Juuus, Letter vii, note at the end. 
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friends and t^oadjutors, rather than against the noble 
lord himself. 

If style and manner were not mere matters of taste, 
about which there is no disputing, we should further 
express our settled opinion, that there is no less weight 
in the argument founded on the supposed difference of 
st^k, in the Letters of Junius, and the knoum writings 
of Lord Sackville ; for, as is observed by the Editor of 
WoodfalPs Junius, ' if we examine into his Lordship's 
style, we shall meet with facts not much less hostile ' 
to the claim. 'Of his own composition he thus 
speaks in a letter published shortly afler his return 
from Germany, drawn up in justification of his conduct 
at the battle of Minden : '' I had rather upon this oc- 
casion submit myself to all the inconveniences that 
may arise from the want of styU, than borrow assist- 
ance from the pen of others, as I have no hopes of es- 
tablishing my character but from the force of truth." ' * 
And, in proof that he had not spoken ' with an undue 
degree of self-modesty,' the editor has subjoined a let- 
ter of his Lordship which abundantly supports that 
opinion.f 

* Woodfadl's Junios, vol. i, p. 161, 

t We insert this letter, as published in Woodfall's Jonins at 
the end of the Preliminary Essay : 

< Mindm, Aug. 2, 1759. 

< Dear Sir, •— The orders of yesterday, you may believe, 
HjCfect me yery sensibly. His Serene Highness has been 
pleased to judge, condemn, and censure me, without hearing 
me, in the most cruel and unprecedented manner ; as he never' 
asked me a single question in explanation of anything he might 
diiapprove ;. and as he must have formed his opinion upon the 
report of othert , it was still harder he would not give me an 
opportunity of first speaking to him upon the subject ; but yon 
kopWy even in more trifling matters, that hard bh>ws are mom* 
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In further corroboratioo of this, it is eertamlya stnk- 
iog fact, that Lord Sackville's defence befiire the court 
martial was, as Mr Cumberland states, written for him 
by Dr Shebbeare. Could the lofty spirit of Jonios, we 
may ask, etoop to ' borrow assistance ' from the pen d 
Dr Shebbeare ? 

Another circumstance, which has been often men- 
ti<med in this c<»itrorersy, appears to as to hare moie 

timies unexpectedly giyen. .If any body hu a right to aaj that 
I hesitated in obeying orden, it is yoo. I will leUXm what I 
know of that, and then appeal to yon for the tnith of it. 

' When yott brought me orders to adjance with the Bn^ddk 
cayalry, I was near the Tillage of Helen, I think it is ealled, I 
mean that place, which the Saxons bomt. I was there adrane- 
ed by M. Malhorte's order, and no ftffther, when yoa came to 
me. Ldgonier followed almost instantly ; he said, the whole 
cavalry was to adyance. I was pnxzled what to do, and begged 
the foyor of yoa to carry me to the Dnke, that I might ask an 
explanation of his orders. Bat that no time might be lost, I 
sent Smith with orders to bring on the British cayalzy, as thej 
had a wood before thej could adyance as yoa directed ; and I 
reckoned, by the time I had seen his Serene Highness, I afaoold 
find them forming beyond the wood. — This proceeding of 
mine might possibly be wrong; bat I am sore the seryiee 
could not suffer, as no delay was occasioned by it. — The Doke 
then ordered me to leave some squadrons upon the right, 
which I did, and to advance the rest to support the infimtry. 
This I declare I did, as fast as I imagined it was right in caval- 
ry to march in line. *- 1 once halted by Lord Granby to com- 
plete my forming the whole. Upon his advancing the left before 
the right 1 again sent to him to stop : — He said,as the Prince 
had ordered to advance, he thought we should move forward. — 
X then let him proceed at the rate he liked, and kept ray right 
up with him as regularly as I could, till we got to the rear of 
the infitntry and our batteries. — We both halted together, and 
afterwards received no order, till that which was brought by 
Col. Web and the Duke of Richmond, to extend in one line to 
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weight than some writers have been willing to allow to 
it ; we mean the well-known and fine-edged sarcafim cm 
the conrage of Lord Sackville — * I believe (says Ja- 
nios), the best thing I can do will be to consult with 
my Lord George Sackville. His character is known 
and respected in Ireland as mnch as it is here ; and I 
know he loveS to be stationed in the rear, as well as 
myself — a remark which no ofiicer would be likely 
to make of himself, after he had been publicly pointed 

the morasB. — It was accordingly executed ; and then, instead 
of finding the enemy's cavalry to charge, as I expected, the 
battle was declared to be gained, and we were told to dismount 
oor men. 

' This, I protest, is all I know of the matter, and I was never 
■o surprised, as when I heard the Prince was dissatisfied tlutt 
the cavalry did not move sooner up to the infantry. — It is not 
my business to ask, what the disposition Originally was, or to 
find fault with anything. — All I insist upon is, that I obeyed 
the orders I received, as puiictually as I was able ; and if it 
was to do over again, I do not think I would have executed 
them ten minutes sooner than I did, now I know the ground, 
and what was expected ;' but, indeed, we were above an hour 
too late, if it was the Duke's intention to have made the caval- 
ry pass before our infantry and artillery, and charge the ene- 
my 's line. — I cannot think that was his meaning, as all the or- 
ders ran to sustain our infantry : — and it appears, that both 
Lord Granby and I understood We were at our posts, by our 
halting, when we got to the rear of our foot. 

* I hope I have stated impartially the part of this transaction 
that comes within your knowledge. — If I have, I must beg 
you would declare it, so as I may make use of it in your ab- 
sence : for it is impossible to sit silent under such reproach, 
when I am conscious of having done the best that was in my 
power. — Fot God's sake, let me see yon, before you go to 
England. 

* I am, my dear Sir, 

' Tour faithful humble servant, 

' GsoRux Sackvillx.' 
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aty and fixnaallj coii?icted by a Court Martial, as a 
coward.* 

la attaching so much weight to this circamstancey 
we are aware that we differ in some degree from a Tery 
high authority — we mean Mr Butler, who observes, 
that this anecdote may be thought a stiong, but it cth 
dently is not a decisive argument ; particularly if we 
suppose, what certainly, is not impossible, that Lord 
George had upon this subject all the pride of conscious 
innocence.' t This learned writer adds — ' it must 
also be observed, that it is by conjecture only that the 
jeu d'esprit, in which this expression is Ibund, is im- 
puted to Junius/ 

In reply to these remarks of this learned author, we 
think it may be fairly urged, that although a soldier 
who felt the consciousness of innocence, might, if ne- 
cessary in a serious discussion, allude to a circum- 
stance which all his readers would look upon as dis- 
graceful, yet it would not be natural §oir him to make 
it the subject of a jest in any case. And, as to the 
authenticity of the anecdote, it is to be observed, that 
Mr Woodfall has published it upon the same authority 
with the Miscellaneous and other Letters, included in 
his edition of Junius ; and if we repudiate the one, ws 
cannot acknowledge the other.| 

Mr Butler, however, adds a reflection of a more gen- 
eral nature, which deserves attention — ' To the Re* 
miniscent,' says he, ' it appears more difficult to recon- 
cile Lord George's authorship of Junius with that 

* Smollett's History of England, voL v, p. 275, chap. 13, 
section 2 ; and Trial of Lord George Sackville. 
t Butler's Reminiscences, vol. i, p. 91. 
t WoodiaU's Junius, voL i, p. 37, note. 
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writer's advances to Mr Wilkes, or bis intromissioii of 
himself into city politics, or the importance which he 
appears to have attached to them. The high aristoc^ 
racy of the Whigs was, at that time, just beginning to 
thaw ; but the Reminiscent recollects, that Lord George 
was considered to be eminently aristocratic ; it is diffi- 
cult to think he would have run, as Junius did, into 
the city, or considered it to be of the importance which 
Junius thought it, that one man or another should be 
the lord mayor.' * 

Asm circumstance of some weight, though certainly 
not decisive, it may be further added, that Lord George 
Sackville did, by implication, substantially deny the 
authorship ; observing to a friend — * I should be proud 
to be capable of writing as Junius has done ; but there 
are many passages in his letters I should have been 
sorry to have written.' t It is true, as Dr Good ob- 
serves, that such a declaration is too general ' to be in 
any way conclusive.' But it may be replied, that it is 
corroborated in some degree by the anecdote before 
alluded to, which is related of Lord Sackville [Ger- 
main], by Mr Cumberland, who was his secretary, and 
who says — 'I never heard, that my friend, Lord 
George Germain, was amongst the supposed authors, 
till, 6y way of jest, he told me so not many days before 
his death. I did not want him to disavow it, for there 
could be no occasion to disprove an absolute impossi- 
bility. The man who wrote it had a savage heart ; for 
some of his attacks are execrable ; he was a hypocrite, 
for he disavows private motives, and makes pretensions 
to a patriotic spirit' 

* Butler's Reminiscences, yoI. i, p. 91. 
t Woodfall's Junius, vol. i, p. 161, citing Clialmer'f Appen- 
dix, p. 7. 
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The conclusion of our American advocate of Lord 
Sackville's claims, that Junius had been a soldier, can- 
not be drawn with certainty from his occasional use of 
military phrases and illustrations. This argument, it 
will be perceived, belongs to the class of those which 
are said by logicians to prove too much. An indus- 
trious correspondent of Mr Barker's has made a collec- 
tion of the chief images and illustrations in the Letters 
of Junius, from which statement, however singular it 
may appear, we should have stronger reason for infer- 
ring that Junius had been a physician than a soldier. 
He informs us, that of those images and illustrations 
there are, from the military art, seven ; from the medical 
science, twelve; from the terms of commerce, 5tz, &lc. 

After a careful, and, we believe, an impartial review 
of all the circumstances urged in support of the claim 
of Lord Sackville, some of which will be more parti- 
cularly adverted to hereafter, we have found it impossi- 
ble to bring our mind to the conclusion, that he was 
the author of Junius's Letters ; and we have felt no 
little surprise, that the editor of Woodfall's Junius 
should attach so much weight to the facts urged in sup- 
port of .the claim, as to consider the evidence ' to be 
somewhat indecisive even to the present hour [1814].' * 

16. John Home Tooke, known in the Correspond- 
ence of Junius, ajs the Rev. John Home. This extra- 
ordinary man was named many years ago among the 
suspected authors of Junius's Letters ; t and this opin- 
ion has been lately again brought forward and support- 
ed with ability in an elaborate volume of more than 

* PreUminaxy Essay, vol. i, p. 160. 

t See the Monthly Review, for 1789, vol. Izzxi, p. 465, and 
olhef English periodicals, &c. 



liv INTRODUCTORY ESSAY. 

foar hundred pages, octavo, published at New York, in 
July, 1829, under the title of * The Posthumous Works 
of Junius/ and dedicated by the author, * J. F.' (who, 
in conformity with the plan of his volume, styles him- 
self • The Compiler ' ) to Sir Francis Burdett. 

The author of that volume observes — * In regard to 
the mysterious and long-sought author of Junius, the 
compiler of this work, like many before him, is confi- 
dent that he has fixed upon the right man.' * We are, 
however, obliged to say, that after an attentive ccHisid- 
eration of his arguments, we find several difficulties 
which do not admit of solution upon this hypothesis. 
But it is not our intention here to go into a critical ex- 
amination of it ; as the grounds of argument against it 
are for the most part, such as would be an anticipation 
of much that is contained in the following letters in 
relation to the claims of Lord Temple. A few 
general remarks, however, may be properly submitted 
to the reader in this place. 

1. It seems to us impossible, that an individual situ- 
ated both politically and personally, as Mr Tooke was, 
at that period, could have had the means of knowing 
so promptly and accurately, as Junius did, the jntended 
measures of the British cabinet, from time to time. 
% We do not perceive any adequate cause assigned, 
why the opinions and feelings of Mr Tooke in regard to 
Lord Chatham should have undergone that entire 
change which those of Junius did. 3. The decla- 
ration of the present Lord Grenville, quoted by the 
author, p. 421, that * he (Junius) is not any of the per- 
sons suspected,' is at variance with the supposition of 
Mr Tooke's authorship ; for Mr Tooke had been too 

• Prefiuse, p. i. 
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often spoken of, as the writer of Junius, to have been 
overlooked by Lord Grenviile on the occasion when his 
remark was made. 4. The age of Mr Tooke, as stated 
by the * Posthumous Works,' is irreconcilable with the 
the supposition ; for, it is assumed, and upon solid 
grounds, by all the writers on this question, that Ja- 
nius must have been a man of fifty years old at least, 
at the date of his first letter, January 21, 1769; 
which would have made him ninety three years of age 
in 1812, the time of Mr Tooke's death ; but Mr Tooke 
was only in his seventy seventh year when he died. 
If we go back to the still earlier period when Junius 
wrote under other signatures, it will be found that Mr 
Tooke was only thirtyohe years old ; an age, at which his 
studies and habits of life were wholly inconsistent with the 
attainment of that extensive and solid political knowl- 
edge and experience, which Junius indisputably pos- 
sessed. 5. This hypothesis also renders it necessary, that 
the angry letters which passed between Junius and Mr 
Tooke, and the sarcasms thrown out by the former 
against the latter, on various occasions, were all a mere 
stratagem, to mislead the public in respect to the author. 
This supposition, we confess, appears to us violent, and 
not in keeping with the rest of the transaction. It has, we 
know, been also resorted to, by writers, who adopt the hy- 
pothesis of Lord Chatham's authorship ; and, it is obvious- 
ly impossible to maintain such an hypothesis in either of 
these cases, without making that assumption. Now, 
after making all just allowances for the petty stratagems 
which would be natural in secret warfare, we confess, 
that we cannot treat the severe colKsions between Junius 
and those two al)le adversaries, as mere artifices, played 
off before the public, the better to conceal the authors. 
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Indq)endentlj of the circnmstances in whick Lord 
Chatham and Mr Tooke were placed, we have ever 
thought, from the letters aloDe, that the attacks of 
Junius upon those two conspicuous characters, resem- 
bled more the unconcealed hostility of a real enemy 
than war in disguise. 

This advocate of Mr Tooke's claim has a strong 
suspicion, that Dr Good, and Mr G. Woodfall (son of 
the original publisher), were in possesion of the name of 
the author ; in which he may very possibly be right; we 
have sometimes entertained the same suspicion. Bat 
when this respectable writer goes so iar as to infer, first, 
that Woodfairs use of the term 'Political Works' of 
Junius, evidently implies, that he had written other 
works, and then in the next place, that those other 
works were, no doubt, the ' Epea Pteroenta ' of Tooke, 
we are not able to follow him to his conclusion.* That 
Mr Tooke knew who Junius was, as he is said to have 
stated to Dr Graham and Mr Stephens, and that he 
considered Junius to be his ' best friend,* may be true.t 
But, with our author, we hesitate to infer from this 
' equivocal ' declaration, that Mr Tooke meant himself 
by that expressioti. 

17. Walpole, Horace. This celebrated man has 
been considered by some writers to have claims. to the 
authorship of Junius. But they have never been urged 
in such a manner, as to require particular notice on the 
present occasion. Mr George Coventry, in a letter to 
Mr Barker, dated March 11, 1827, makes the follow- 
ing statement on the subject : * As Woodfall, in his 
last edition, does not mention Horace Walpole, and at 

*The Posthumous Works of Junius, p. 17, 18. 
f Ibid, 290. 
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the time my manuscript was going to press, an able 
Essay arrived from Sir C. Grey in India/ in favor trf 
Walpole's claims, I considered myself bound to refute 
them, which I have satisfactorily done. This so con- 
vinced the Marquis of Lansdowne and others who 
had charge of the MS., that they abandoned the pub<* 
lication.' 

18. WilkeSy John. This extraordinary individual 
was very early suspected of having written the Letters 
of Junius. We have observed that suspicions of this 
kind were noticed in English journals, as long ago as the 
year 1774,* and doubtless existed before that time. But, 
besides the evidence of circumstances to the contrary, 
Mr Butler, who was on the most intimate terms with 
him, makes the following statement : ' Far from giving 
the least hint that he [Wilkes] was the author of Ju- 
nius's Letters, he always explicitly disclaimed it, and 
treated it as a ridiculous supposition. No one, ac- 
quainted with his style, can suspect for a moment, that 
he was the author of them ; the merit of his style was 
simplicity ; he had both gaiety and strength, but to the 
rancorous sarcasm, the lofty contempt with which Ju-» 
nius's Letters abound, no one was a greater stranger 
than Mr Wilkes. To this may be added, the very 
slighting manner in which Junius expresses himself 
of Mr Wilkes. I am willing to admit, that if Mr 
Wilkes had written Junius*s Letters, he would have 
treated Mr Wilkes uncivilly for the sake of disguising 
himself. But sneer, and particularly that kind of 
sneer, which Mr Wilkes occasionally receives from 
Junius, you may be assured Mr Wilkes would neve^ 

* See Monthly Review, vol. xlii, p. 65, 

/ 
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hftye used in spedEing of himself/ Mr Batler fiirther 
states, that his conversations with Mr Wilkes on this 
subject took place between the years 1776 and 17S4 ; 
and that one of their -amusements was an attempt to 
discover the author of Junius's Letters. With this 
view, he observes, * they considered them with great 
attention, examined many of the originals, collected 
and sifted all the anecdotes which they could learn, 
and weighed all the opinions and conjectures which 
they could hear of* 

He adds, that Mr Wilkes received many letters from 
Junius, which were never publbhed ; one in particular 
on the subject of improving the representation of th^ 
people. Their opinions were different, I remember 
Junius's letter began by saying — he was ' treated as a 
pagan idol, with much incense, but with no attention 
to his oracles.' 

Dr Qood also is clearly of opinion that Mr Wilkes 
was not Junius ; which, he says, must be apparent to 
every one who will merely give a glance at either the 
public or private letters. Wilkes could not have 
. abused himself in the manner he is occasionally abus- 
ed in the former ; nor would he have said in the latter 
(since there was no necessity for his so saying) — 'I 
have been out of town for three weeks ' — at a time 
when he was closely confined in the King's Bench. 
The private letter here alluded to is dated Nov. 8, 
1769 ; Wilkes entered the King's Bench prison April 
27, 1768, and was liberated April 18, 1770.'t 

Mr Wilkes and Mr Butler thought Junius's ^ high 
wrought panegyric of Lord Chatham was ironical.' But 

* Bailer's Reminiscences, yol. i, pp. 67, 68, American edition. 
t Woodfall's Junius, Preliminaiy Essay, yol. i, p. 133. 
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upon the bypotbesi3 maintained in the following letters — 
thfkt Lord Temple waa Junius — this is satisfactorily and 
naturally aocouQted for, by the history of the difference 
and subs^nent reconciliation between that noble lord 
4nd Lord Chatham, who was his brother-in-law. 

With a view U> this hypothesis, also, the relation in 
which Lord Temple and Mt Wilkes stood to each other 
demands a brief consideration. 

It is observed in the passage above quoted from Dr 
Good, that Wilkes could not have abused himself in the 
manner he is oi^casionally abased by Junius ; and Mr 
Butler, SIS we have seen, though he admits that Wilkes, 

Junius, might have treated himself uncivilly in order 
to keep up the die^uise,yet thinks, that he would not have 
iioed the peculiar sneer at himself which be receives 
frem Junius. Mr G. Coventry also, in a letter of March 
11, 1827, quoted by Mr Barker, assumes it to be a fact 
* well known, that no two persons could Im on more 
hostile terms than Mr Wilkes and Lord Temple.^ * 

This last statement, we confess, has much surprised 
us. That Lord Temple might hjEive some objection to ap* 
pearing constantly before the public as the particular 
friend of Mr Wilkes, through the whole of his extraor* 
diuary career, we can conceive. But if the statement 
just quoted means, that they were not, generally speak- 
ing, on terms of friendly intimacy, it is contradicted by 
their whole private history.. Mr Wilkes was a near 
neighbor of Lord Temple, in the country, and they 
appear to have had a good dealof intercourse with eai^b 
^her.. Mr Wilkes constantly speaks of Lord Temple 
as his friend ; and it is familiar to every reader of Eng- 
lish hi^ory, that Lord Temple acted the part of a firm 
friend towards him on various occasions ; as, partioular- 

"^ Barker's Letters, p. 251. 
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ly, in tlie case ot Wilkes's arrest and commitment to 
the Tower for publishing the celebrated Number Forty 
Five of the North Briton. Immediately upon his com- 
mitment, Lord Temple called to see him, but was re- 
fused admittance. Lord Temple himself went to the 
Court of Common Pleas, in order to obtain the writ of 
habeas corpus, under which Wilkes was finally discharg- 
ed — and, when he was directed to dismiss Mr Wilkes 
from his command as colonel of the militia of Bucking- 
hamshire, he expressed so much interest for him, in the 
letter of dismissal, that he was himself immediately 
removed fi-om his office of Lord Lieutenant of the 
county. It was with the aid of Lord Temple's talents, 
and money also, that Mr Wilkes defended himself a- 
gainst all the power and influence of the members of 
die administration, and was enabled to institute and 
successfully terminate the prosecutions against the Sec- 
retaries of State and the under officers of government. 
Now, after making all just allowances for motives of a 
public nature, we cannot doubt that feelings of personal 
regard also entered into the motives of Lord Temple. 

The same feelings towards Mr Wilkes are expressed 
by Junius. When about publishing an edition of his 
Letters, he requests Woodfall, in a manner which indi- 
cates that he had some friendly claims on Mr Wilkes, 
to ' shew the Dedication and Preface to Mr Wilkes; ' 
and adds, * if he has any material objection, let me 
know.' * And in a letter to Wilkes, dated September 
7, 1771, he says, with emphasis, and probably in aUu- 
sioQ to the transactions abovementioned as well as 
others — ' I have Served Mr Wilkes, and am still capa* 
ble of serving him.' f 

•Private Letter to Woodfall, No. 40; 
t Private Letters, No. 66, near the close. 
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On the sobject of Wflkes^s election, we rabjoin a 
curious mecdote, for which we aie indebted to en ob» 
liging friend, and which shews thestcong tntnest taken 
in his saccess by Lord Temfle. 

^ The expolfiion of John Wilkes from the House of 
GoBunons, in 1769, was brooght forward pnrelj to 
gra^ Che resentment of the interior cabinet against 
that gentlemuL John Wilkes had no virtues that eiH 
titled him to the esteem of his country, but he was a 
persecuted man. The generous character of English- 
men led them to partake with a man persecuted by 
power ; he became popular because the court had op* 
.pressed him. It may not be improper to mentkm bera, 
a little anecdote, which I received from the late Mr 
Sergeant Glynn, the ccvnfidential friend and law adviser 
of John WUkes. Earl Temple had furnished Mr 
Wilkes with a qualification to enable him to stand for 
Middlesex ; but Mr Wilkes was at thai time under a 
sentence of outlawiy for a misdemeanor, viz. for a Jibd 
published in tibe North Briton, No. 45. It was afliatp 
ter of uncertainty wheth^ this judgment of outlawry 
could be reversed by a writ of error ; and, if the judg- 
ment of outlawry were not reversed, the freehcdd estate 
of «£600 a year, which Earl Temple had granted to Mr 
Wilkes for his life, would have been forfeited. Earl 
Temple would not expose himself to this risk ; it was 
therefore arranged, that if ^r Wilkes #hoidd be called 
Ml at the poll, to produce his qualification, he aliouM 
immediately decline the poll ; but Mr Wilkes was not 
called on. I mention this anecdote, to show, how o^ 
ten impcMtant events depend on little circumstances. If 
Mr Wilkes had not been elected for Middlesex, his ex- 
pulsion, and all the consequent questions^ could never 
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have taken place. But the most important conoequence 
resulting from this persecution was, that it appeared 
that there was no measure so humilitating to those who 
supported it, but that a majority of the House of Com- 
mons might be brought to vote for it. It was seen that 
this House of Commons, elected under the auspi- 
ces of the Duke of Grafton, in 1768, was perfectly well 
suited to adopt every measure proposed by the interior 
Cabinet,' • 

We hare dwelt the longer upon the relation subsist* 
ing between Lord Temple and Mr Wilkes, because a 
correct view of it, is of some importance in respect to 
the question discussed in the following Letters, and be- 
cause we think erroneous opinions have been adopted 
by some writers on this subject.. The personal char- 
acter of Mr Wilkes, with all its faults — which cer- 
tainly cast a shade over his life — was such as brought 
him into the immediate society of the distinguished men, 
whose eminent talents and influence made them the 
leaders of the liberal or whig party of that period. He 
was himself a man of no ordinary talents. Mr But- 
ler who knew him intimately, characterises him, pos- 
sibly with some degree of partiality, as ' a delightful 
and instructive companion, but too often offensive 
by his freedom of speech when religion (ht the sex was 
mentioned' He adds, that his acquaintance with 
Mr Wilkes ' did not begin till his political turmoils 
were at an end. In his manners and habits he was aa 
elegant epicurean, yet it was evident to all his inti- 
mates, that he feared 

'^^anesaliquos et sbbtemaea regna. Juremil. 

* RecoQections and Reflections on Personal and Political Affiun 
daring the Reign of George III. By Jobn Nichols, Esq. p. 30, 
American Edition. 182S. 
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In hts real politics be was an aristocrat, and would 
raoch rather have been a favored courtier at Versailles 
than the most commanding orator in St Stephen^s 
ehapel. His distresses threw him into politics ; he as- 
samed the character of a staunch Whig ; and all must 
admit his consistency .... Mr Wilkes abounded in 
anecdote ; wit was so constantly at his command, that 
wagers have been gained, that from the time he quitted 
his home near Story's Gate, till he reached Guildhall, 
no one would address him, who would leave him with- 
out a smile or a hearty laugh. Nothwithstanding their 
feuds. Lord Sandwich and he were partial to each other. 
On one occasion, the Reminiscent not having been 
punctual to an engagement which Lord Sandwich had 
made for him, it was (not good-naturedly) mentioned to 
his lordship, that the delinquent had dined with Mr 
Wilkes. * Well then,' said Lord Sandwich, * Wilkes 
has so often made me break appointments with others, 
that it is but fair he should once make a person break 
his appointment with me.' * 

Mr Wilkes's parliamentary patron was Lord Temple, 
by whose influence he was chosen representative for 
Aylesbury in Buckinghamshire ; and he was 4n hopes, 
through the interest of his patron, to have obtained 
some place under government, which his embarrassed 
circumstances rendered highly desirable. But he was 
always disappointed in this, and used to ascribe his fail- 
are to Lord Bute. He conuected himself as a political wri- 
ter with Lord Temple, in 1762, defending him and Mr 
Pitt, and attacking the ministry. In the same year he 
commenced the famous periodical work called the 
North Briton, in which he was assisted by Lord Tem- 

* Butler*8 lUminiscencAs, vot i, p. 63-66, Amer. edition. 



l&iv INTBODUGTO&T XMAT. 

j^e and Charles Churchill. This joamal was esul^ 
lished ia order to centiteract T%e Briton, which Sinot 
let conducted in defence of Lord Bate's administration ; 
and the North Briten, it is supposed, contributed to 
drive Lord Bate to a resignation'in 1763. The eoft* 
sequences of his prosecution for publishiiig the 46th 
No. of that work are well known, and have been already 
mentioned. The result was a complete triumph on the 
part of Wilkes against the whole strength of the gov- 
ernment ; by which he was emboldened, im defiance of 
the advice of his friends, to set up a press in his own 
house, and to reprint the North Briton. On a second 
persecution, he withdrew to France, and incurred the 
penalty of outlawry; but this outlawry was afterwaidb 
reversed, as illegal. He was immediately elected roem- 
her %T Middlesex ; and was again punished by fine and 
imprisonment for publishing two libels. In 1709, he 
was expelled from the House of Commons: he was 
immediately re-elected, but declared incapable of a seat 
during that parliament. He was now, as his biogra- 
phers reflate, the martyr of liberty, and large sums of 
money were collected to pay his debts. He was again 
re-elected, and again refused a -seat ; Colonel Luttrell, 
the Court candidate, whose votes were but about the 
fourth part of Mr WUkes's, being declared to be elect- 
ed. But on the accession of the Rockingham admin- 
istration, he prevailed in a motion for rescinding the 
decision of the House of Commons, which gave Lut- 
trel his seat. This admission of Luttrell as a member, 
to the exclusion of Wilkes, caused loud complaints 
through the country, and only aided the popularity of 
the latter. He was successively chosen an alderman 
of London, sheriff of London and Middlesex, and lord 
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mayor of London ; and finally in 1776, was re-elected 
member of parliament for Middlesex, and permitted to 
take his seat without opposition. At length, after hay- 
ing passed the active years of his life in the most 
stormy scenes of a most tumultuous period of British 
politics, and having been the means — whatever may 
have been his motives — of securing some permanent 
advantages to the cause of public and private liberty, 
his latter years passed off quietly and without much 
notice ; 'and, to use his own expression, of unrivalled 
felicity, he was ' an extinguished volcano.' 

These views of Mr Wilkes's character and his con- 
nexion with Lord Temple, lead us to add a few ob- 
servations in this place, more immediately relating to the 
iatter ; whose claims to the authorship of Junius's Let- 
ters are the subject of the present work. As we do 
not wish to anticipate anything which the reader will 
find in the following pages, our remarks will be confin- 
ed, as far as possible, to certain points which require 
additional explanation. 

The character and talents of Lord Temple have 
probably been less conspicuous in the common histories 
which we have of English affairs — and most readers, 
even those who read for useful instruction, content 
themselves with those meagre and unsatisfactory works 
— in consequence of his having been called upon to 
act in public jointly with his brother-in-law, Mr 
Pitt, afterwards Lord Chatham, whose overwhelming 
talents threw all his friends as well as adversaries into 
the shade. That Lord Temple, however, was one 
of those, whose intellectual endowments entitle them to 
the rank of leading men, is undeniable. If the natural 
force of his talents was resisted and prevented from 
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heang felt in the public coancils, it was owing to the 
influence of those secret causes, against which mete 
inteUectual power cannot of itself prevail — Uioae causes^ 
to which even the lofty mind of Lord Chiitham was 
compelled to yield. Of Lord Temple's ability, however, 
there is the fuUest evidence, both in the express deel»< 
rations of Lord Chatham himself, and in .the pabHc 
measures in which Lord Temple's opinions had an ia- 
fluence. We believe it will be found, as some of his 
friends have affirmed, that no small part of the fame 
which Lord Chatham obtained by his foreign wara, was 
owing to the able plans and counsels of Lord Temple, 
ythen in the War Department. Lord Chatham accord- 
ingly placed the greatest reliance upon him ; and when 
the open difference took place between them, m the 
year 1736 — which is particularly mentioned in the first 
part of the present Letters — Lord Chatham never 
ceased to lament the want of a friend, whom he after- 
wards publicly pronounced to be one of the greatest 
men that England had produced. He appears, however, 
to have had some traits of character, which too frequent- 
ly prevent superior talents from having their full influ- 
ence, both in public and private life. He is described 
by one of the biographers of Lord Chatham, as * the 
blunt, the honest and artless Earl Temple ; ' * and an- 
other writer, Mr Almon, who was a confidential friend 
of his, says of him — • * the natural disposition of this 
noble Lord was the most amiable that can be conceived, 
to his friends ; but when offended, his disapprobation 
was warm and conspicuous ; his language flowed i^n- 

* The Hitftory of the Life of William Pitt, Earl of Chatham, 
DabUn, 1783. 
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taaeously from his ieeliogs ; his heart and voice always 
corresponded.'* 

For these reasons, as well as his being an efficient 
member of the Pitt or whig party, Lord Temple was a 
man who would not be in much request with the persons 
who composed the court party of his day. And even 
before the close of George tiie Second's reign, it appears 
by that curious and instructive book, the Diary of 
George Bubb Dodington (Lord Melcombe), that a 
settled plan was adopted for getting rid of him. As this 
w(Hk is not very common, we give a few extracts from it 

' 1749, Oct. 15 — At Leicester House. The Gren- 
villes presented for the title of Temple. 

• 1762, Nov. 27 — King's Birth Day kept. Lord Hills- 
borough began a conversation with me. He thought 
there must be some disturbance arise from the Pitt par- 
ty ; that, though they were so well pleased, they were 
still uneasy ; that they neither liked others nor were lik- 
ed by them. I said I could not conceive that they 
would stir. He said, yes; for that Pitt's passion was 
ambition, not avarice — that he was- at a full stop, as 
things were, and could have no hopes of going farther. 
He was once popular ; and, if he could again make a 
disturbance, and get the country on his side, he then 
might have hopes ; now, on the present system, he could 
have none. I replied, I thought they could not part 
with what they had, &c. &c. He said they had the 
Temple pocket -- that, to his knowledge, they were all 
as one and would stand or fall with Pitt as their head. 
Lord Hillsborough wondered they did not- break out ; 
he daily expected it. 

• Almon's Anecdotes of Lord Chatham, vol. ii. p. 29. 
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* 1755, Nov. 20 — Messrs Pitt, Legge, and George 
Granville received letters of dismission, and James 
Grenville resigned the Board of Trade. 

' 1757, Feb. 18— A motion for ^200,000, for an army 
of observation in Germany, agreed to without debate or 
division. Mr Tucker had agreed with Mr George 
Crrenville to be paymaster of the Marines, and for George 
Grenville to be chosen in his place. The king sent to 
Fox, to know if he could prevent it, and if he thought I 
would interpose : Mr Fox said, he supposed, his Ma- 
jesty commanded me, I would. The king ordered Fox 
to speak to me — he did, and I stopt it. 71ns is the 
first step towards turning out Lord Temple. 

* 1757, March 7 — The Duke of Newcastle, who had 
resigned, would not move ; the king grew impatient to 
get rid of the ministry which he had imposed upon him- 
self, and threw himself upon Fox to form a new admin- 
istration. We agreed to begin with dismissing Lord 
Temple; I proposed Lord Hallifax for the Admiralty, 
the king consented to it, and I was to negotiate the a^ 
fair with him.'* 

We cannot doubt, therefore, that Lord Temple had 
the talents, as he certainly had the motives, for writing 
Junius; all which will be more fully shown in the 
present work. It is true, that both intellectual power 
and motives also may be found in others ; as, for exam- 
ple in Lord Chatham. Yet independently .of the numer- 
ous facts wholly inconsistent with his being the author 

* Diary of the late George Bubb Dodington, Baron of Mel- 
combe Regis, from March 8, 1749 to February 6, 1761 — 3d edit 
London, 1785. Mr Butler, in his Reminiscences, characterises 
this record of political corruption as — * the lamentable revela- 
tions * of Lord Melcombe. 
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of Junius, there is some ground for the discrimination 
which is made between Junius and Lord Chatham, 
though expressed perhajps too strongly, in the follow- 
ing remarks : 

'In generous self<^onfidence, and in effusions of 
animated sentiment, the great Earl Chatham was cer- 
tainly not unequal to Junius. But he wanted the ex- 
tensive and profound knowledge of the author of these 
Letters ; and he had even less skill to unite the arts of 
insinuation with those of overbearing confidence and 
energy. Chatham does not appear to have usually rea- 
soned well in his speeches. Much of his eloquence 
was in his elocution ; much of it, in his intrepidity and 
disinterestedness, oratorical and political.'* 

* The claims of a particular individual,' says another 
writer on this question, * can be morally maintained 
only by the circumstance, that they are peculiar to that 
particular individual, inapplicable to all other claimants, 
and yet having an apparent connexion with Junius.' 
These conditions, to the extent in which they should 
be taken, will, as we think, be found to be fulfilled in 
the hypothesis adopted in the following Letters — that 
Lord Temple was Junius. 

The coincidences between different occurrences in 
the life of Lord Temple, and the tone and course adopted 
by Junius at different periods, as pointed out in the 
present work, are certainly very remarkable. When, 
for example, Lord Chatham and Lord Temple were 
openly at variance, in consequence of the attempt made 
by the former to exclude the latter from any participa- 
tion in forming a ministry (in the year 1766), Junius 
attacked Lord Chatham with as much severity as he 

* Heron*s Junius, vol. i, page 51. 
8 
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did any individual who fell under his displeasure. This 
temper continued till the autumn of 1768, when a re- 
conciliation took place between them; immediately upon 
which, the tone of that writer began to change towards 
Lord Chatham, and at last rose to the highest strain of 
eulogy, in the memorable passage which is to be found 
in his 54th Letter, and is copied into the present vol- 
ume.* 

Another remarkable coincidence in the opinions of 
Junius and Lord Temple is, that both uniformly agreed 
in their politics, and on certain fundamental measures 
of domestic and foreign policy, with the well known 
English statesman, Mr George Grenville, the In^other 
of the latter ; as is justly observed by a writer before 
quoted ;f while, on the contrary Lord Chatham differed 
from them all in regard to some essential measures of 
government.^ Indeed the uniform attachment of Ju- 

* See p. 187. Lord Chatham afterwards made him one of the 
ezecutors of his will. 
t Page xiii, ante. 

t Among these measures was the American Stamp Act, 
which has generally been ascribed to Mr Grenville. But the 
following statement from Almon*s Anecdotes, shows the uncer- 
ftainty upon which received historical facts often rest. * It was 
^k this session (1765) of Mr Grenville's Administration, that 
the American Stamp Act was passed ; which Mr Grenville af- 
terwards defended with the warmest zeal and resolution ; yet, if 
we may believe Mr Jenkinson, now Lord Liverpool, who, in 
•ueh a case may safely be taken for the best authority, this 
measure was not Mr GrfinmUe's. See Mr Jenkinson's speech 
in the House of Commons^ on the 15th May, 1777. His Lord- 
ship has not yet informed the nation, to whom this measure 
ought to have been ascribed ; though he has explicitly acquitted 
Mr Grenville of it.' P. 410, note. 
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nius to Mr Grenville is one of the most remarkable cir- 
cumstances in his letters.* 

The familiarity of Junius with the affairs of the War 
Department, in all its details, has long been an obstacle, 
which the advocates of almost every candidate for the 
authorship have found it impossible to overcome ; and, 
this circumstance alone has, perhaps, more than any 
other, given the greater plausibility to the claims of Sir 
Philip Francis, wha was, for a considerable time, an un- 
der officer in that department. But, when we know, 
as is fully explained in the following letters, that Lord 
Temple was a principal in that department, and was 
also for a time a lord of the Admiralty, this difficulty is 
satisfactorily explained. Junius, avails himself of this 
fiuniliarity with the War Department, particularly in his 
correspondence with Sir William Draper, and employs 
it with great effect to the entire discomfiture, and as 
we should think, extreme mortification of his adversary. 
But we find afterwards that Sir William forgave him; 
and the opinion of Sir William is certainly a strong tes- 
timonial in favor of the honesty of the motives of Junius. 

* On this point the Author of the present worii adds one 
further remark, in addition to what is stated by him, respecting 
Jonios^B declaration that he did not persandlly know Mr Gret^ 
viUe: 

* On the sabject of Jonina's not being personally known to 
Mr Orenville, I woold add one more remark to show, that if the 
writer is Lord Temple, that declaration is of no weight against 
the supposition. It is this; in the Miscellaneous Letters of 
Junius, No. 100, signed Anti-Fox, he makes a remark as to 
his being unknown to himself, which is stronger than that re^ 

apecting his being unknown to Mr Grenville. ** I know 

nothing of Juniuf , but I see plainly that he has designedly spar- 
ed Lord Holland and his family," &c. The black boy spoken 
of by Junius, in this Letter, is Charles James Fox.' 
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It appears in the following anecdote : * Some months 
after the Letters of Junius were published collectively/ 
says Mr Campbell, 'Boyd met Sir W.. Draper at the 
Tennis Court, where their acquaintance was originally 
formed in the year 1769, and where, being both great 
tennis players, they, used, oflen to meet. The conver* 
sation turning, upon Junius, Sir William observed, that 
" though Junius had treated him with extreme severity, he 
now looked upon him as a very honest fellow ; that he 
freely forgave him for the bitterness of his censures, and 
that there was no man with whom he would more glad- 
ly drink a bottle of old Burgundy." '* 

We now pass on to some other considerations, con- 
nected with the investigation made in the following 
work. 

Among other things, we would, for a moment, ad- 
vert to the style of Junius, and its resemblance to the 
specimens of other publications, which there. is no 
reason to doubt were, either in whole or in part, the 
productions of Lord Temple, 

The basis of the argument on this head, with the 
author of the present work, is a remarkable pam- 
phlet published in 1766, which contains a minute and 
curious account of the quarrel between Lord Temple 
and Lord Chatham. In calling this pamphlet Lord 
Temple's, however, the author of these Letters would 
not be understood as affirming, that every word of it 
was from his pen ; on the contrary, it contains many 
laudatory expressions, which he never would have ap- 
jdied to himself It is sufficient for the purpose, that 

* Campbell's Life of Hugh Boyd, p. 185, u cited in Wood- 
&U's Joniiu, note to Lett. vii. 
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the substance of it was furnished by Lord Temple, as 
Ahnon informs us ; who also states, that it was written 
by Mr Humphrey G>tes, assisted by another person;* 
bnt who that other person was, and why he is not 
named, Mr Almon does not inform us. There can be 
no doubt, as the writer of these IiOtters supposes, that 
it was Lord Temple himself 

The reader will find (p. 198), several parallel pa»> 
sages from this pamphlet and from Junius, which per- 
hiq^ will be thought more strikingly similar in tone 
and manner of thinking, than even in language. To 
those examples, we add here a few others. 

The word dictation, which in the time of Junius was 
not in use, and probably was not to be found in any 
other English writer, in the sense of prescribing or r&- 
quiring, occurs in his letters, and also in the Pamphlet 
just mentioned .t ' An affectation of prostrate humility 
in the closet^ but a lordly dictation of terms to the people.' 
Junius' s SiisceUaneous Letters, No. 1, April 28, 1767, 
cited p. 33 of the present work. * If Mr Pitt insisted up- 
on a superior dictation, dz>c.' Enquiry, see p. 251, post. 
In the Letters of Junius and in the Enquiry, the wor4 
dictator also, though in common use among English 
writers, occurs at about the same period, with a fre* 
quency and in a manner which indicate the habitual 
action of one mind. 

* Almon's Anecdotes, vol. ii, p. 23, note, 
f For an account of this extraordinary publieatlon, entitled 
* An £nqniry into the Conduct of a late Right Honorable Corn- 
moner,' see the following Letters, pp. 6, 8, 9, 21S, ^, The 
whole pamphlet, except a few pages, makes the first artiole of the 
Jinptndix to the present volume. 
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Both JuDius and Lord Temple make great use of the 
word disdain and its derivatives ; * The principal nobil- 
ity who might disdain to submit to the upstart insolence 
of a dictator,* &c. Miscellaneous Letters, No. 1, cited 
p. 36, post. — * Who with a magnanimity almost pecu- . 
liar to himself disdained to wear the chains, or put on the 
livery of such an incompetent statesman,' &c. Enquiry, 
p. 242, post. — * By an integrity that is now, and to the 
latest ages will be admired, in disdaining to put on the 
livery of the Favorite, or that of his Vice-Roy, the new 
made peer' [Chatham]. Enquiry,^, 257, post. 'He 
[the Duke of Grafton] then accepted of the Treasury up- 
on terms, which Lord Temple had disdainedJ Miscellor 
neous Letters, No. 48, Oct. 19, 1768. — * They disdained 
to set an example of deceit to" the public ' &/C. Enquiry, 
p. 261, post 

These writers also appear to have had a partiality for 
the verb to thunder. Two instances are noticed in the 
present work, p. 198, one from Junius's Miscellaneous 
Letters, No. 47, and one from the Enquiry, p, 240, post. 
Another example is the following: 'Instead of the 
dignity of thundering out secrets of state from the 
gallery, we see the first Lord of the Admiralty skulking 
into the House just before a division,' &c. Junkis's 
Letters, voj. 2, p. 346, American Edition. 

One example is given, p. 198, post, of this expression, 
used by the two writers — * to widen and strengthen the 
bottom of his administration. Another, of similar im- 
port and nearly the same in words, may be here added : 
* His [Lord Temple's] wish was, to retrieve the honor 
of the nation by an administration formed upon a hrocul 
bottom/ &c. Enquiry, p. 257, post. 

At p. 198, post, also is given a contemptuous descrip- 
tion of the ministry, from Junius (under the name of 
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Atticus ) and from the Enquiry — * A ministry whose 
names were almost unknown till they appeared in the 
Gazetted Unquiry^ p. 253, post. An expression closely 
resembling this will be found in one of the Miscellane- 
ous Letters, published shortly after The Enquiry: 
* We know as little of the services they [the Ministers] 
have performed since it became their lot to appear in 
the Gazette, as we did of their persons or characters 
before.' Miscellaneous Letters, No. 3, signed Anti- 
Sejanus, Jr. 

We could make some additions to these parallel pas- 
sages, if it were necessary ; but, so far as particular 
expressions of the kind here given will serve to identify 
a writer, we think the instances produced ^ure sufficient ; 
more especially, when we consider that some of them 
were rather uncommon, that they were used at about 
the same period of time in the different publications in 
question, and generally speaking, in relation to the 
same topics of discussion. 

An ingenious writer, before quoted, has with many 
others supposed, that the author of Junius must have 
been so conversant with either Ireland or Scotland, as, 
by force of habit, to have used some words in a pecul- 
iar manner, and differently from the English ; he gives, 
as one example, the verb to mean, employed by Junius 
thus : * They who object to detached pafts of Junius' 
letter, either do not mean him fairly, or have not con- 
sidered,' &c. — * I meant the cause and the public ; 
both are given up.' — * You are satisfied that I mean you 
well,' dc^c.* This is not a common idiom at the pre- 
sent day ; but Mr Wilkes, who certainly wrote good 
English, makes use of the same expression — 'lam 

* Jonios Unmasked, p. 11. 
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satisfied that Junius now means me weH, &c.* Other 
unusual phrases and words have been urged on this 
point, and even to prove that Junius must have been an 
Irishman by birth, or at least educated in Ireland^ But 
this opinion is ably combated by Dr Good, in the /Ve- 
Uminary Essay to Woodfall's edition of the Letters. 
Perhaps greater weight was originally given to this 
suggestion than it deserved, because it was at a very 
early period declared by the party writers of the day, 
and probably for mere party purposes, that Junius was 
the production of Edmund Burke. If Junius was not 
an author by profession « — as the difference of Jinish 
in his style at different periods, would seem to indicate 
— he might occasionally make slight deviations firom 
the current idiom or established words used by the com- 
munity of authors and critics of his day, which would 
naturally attract observation.t A difference in his 
style ' after two years' practice ,' was observed many 
years ago, when only the Letters under the signature 
of Junius had been published. | But the difference be- 
tween those and the MisceRaneous Letters — which go 
back two or three years farther — is, in our judgment, 
more palpable. We would here be understood to speak 
of mere finishing or polish of style ; for in all his writr 
ings, the earlier and the later, though not in all alike, 
we find the same vehemence and intensity — the same 

* Woodfall's Joniiu, Correspondence of Wilket and Janias, 
Lett. 5, vol. i, p. 302. 

t In his MiBcellaneoof Letten, No. 96, ibr instance, he sajs 
of Mr Wedderbnrne — * his profession sets his principles at 
auction,* which, though it may be good Knglish, was not the 
current language of business. 

t Monthly Review, vol. Izxi, p. 968. 
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' thoughts that breathe, and words that barn/ which 
haire given unfading celebrity to his composition. 

The able and discriminating writer in the Edinburgh 
Review, whom we have before quoted, passes the fol- 
lowing judgment on the style of Junius's Letters -^ that 
they ' must be allowed to be finished models, though 
not of the purest and highest sort of composition.'* 
Numerous particular criticisms on his style, and made 
generally with a more than common soundness of judg- 
ment, but bordering on severeness of taste, and per- 
haps sometimes hypercritical, are interspersed through- 
out the notes of the valuable edition of Junius, 
which was published at London in 1801, under the 
name of ' Robert Heron, Esq.,* and reprinted at Phila- 
delphia, in 1804. One of the general remarks of this 
Editor deserves attention ; — that the occasional use of 
such words, for example, as wherein, and some others 
which occur only * in our elder classical works, and in 
books of law,' indicate that * the reading of Junius ' lay 
chiefly in such works, t In another place, the first 
paragraph of the 12th Letter, he justly condemns in the 
C/oncluding sentence of that passage, ' two puns, of 
which one cannot approve, as consistent with delicate 
correctness of composition ; but which nevertheless pro- 
duce, as we here find them, no unhappy effect, and 
which might serve to excite the horse-laugh of the vul- 
gar part of Junius* readers.' { Another observation of 
this commentator, who appears to have formed his opin- 
ions according to the severest canons, of taste, and is 
apparently of the older school, occurs in a note on the 

* Edinburgh Review, vol. zliv, p. 1 ; for June, 1826. 
t Heron's Junius, vol. i, p. 86, note. 
t Ibid, p. 126, note. 
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first Letter, where he criticises the use of the word Jfncm- 
ces in Junius, as a term introduced firom the French 
into the English language ' without necessity, among 
numberless other barbarisms of office.* But he at the 
same time observes, that this term ' seems however, to be 
at last legitimated.' Yet those who cultivate delicate 
propriety of style, would do well to be sparing in the 
use of it.'* 

• Ibid, p. 28. We have been at a lose to know the origin of 
this valuable edition of Junius, which passes under the name of 
* Robert Heron.' The circumstance which first excited our 
attention was, that we could find no account of it in the Eng- 
lish Reviews ; and a friend, who has by our request made a more 
particular search, has been equally unsuccessful. In the jour- 
nals of literature and bibliographies, we find, under the name 
of Robert Herouj a* weU known writer in other departments 
of knowledge, an account of numerous original works and 
editions of authors, but no mention of an edition of Junins by 
any editor of that name. A Iriend particularly conversant with 
British literary history has mentioned to us the fact, Uiat Mr 
John Pinkerton published two works under the name of Robert 
Heron ; and this circumstance is mentioned in Waits' BihUotkeea 
BriUmnica ; but neither of these was Junius. The Jfotes of He- 
ron, whoever he was, contain a fund of accurate and minute 
historical information ; and this is <^flen given in a tone and noan- 
ner indicating a familiarity with pubUc measures and theii 
causes, and the motives to them, which would seem to 
be derived either from personal observation, or from in- 
tercourse with the 'actors in them. Some circumstances 
also would seem to afiford ground for supposing, that this ediUv 
knew more about the author of Junius, than he communicates. 
Was it, for instance, by an accident, that he placed the portrait 
of Lord Temple as a frontispiece to his edition, and yet (as 
Woodfall also did in his edition), left out his name fi*om the in- 
dexes to each of his volumes ; while, at the same time, he fire- 
quently speaks of him in his Notes, and generally in terms of 
commendation ? The name of GrenviUe is also omitted in his 
indexes. The style of the Notes is finished with care, and m 
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The celebrated critique upon Junius by Dr Johnson 
— who however wrote as a partizan, matched against 
Junius by the ministry — although it was drawn up 
under the restraints of strong political prejudices, and 
in qualified and cautious language, must, so far as re- 
spects the ability and style of his adversary, be consid- 
ered as strong testimony of the critic himself, and as 
indicating also the judgment of the public, in favor of 
the extraordinary force of talents and style displaced by 
Junius. He says — 'It is not by his liveliness of im- 
agery, his pungency of periods, or his fertility of allu- 
sions, that he detains the cits of London and the boors 
of Middlesex. Of style and sentiment, they take 
no cognizance . . . The supporters of the Bill of Rights 
feel no niceties of composition .... Though I cannot 
think the style of Junius secure from criticism, though 
his expressions are often trite and his periods feeble, 
I should never have stationed him where he has placed 
himself, had I not rated him by his morals rather than 
his faculties.'* 

Upon the whole, when we compare the decisions of 
the most eminent critics, and make all just allowances for 
the bias of political or other feeling, we shall probably 

often stiff from academic exactness; as, for example, where he 
says, Sir William Draper * seems to have sitten down to write.' 
P. 45. We cannot help forming conjectures as to the real edi- 
torship in this case ; but they are not such as would be entitled 
to attention, and are, perhaps, unfounded. 
^ * We have thought this remarkable critique of Dr Johnson 
would be a proper addition to the present volume, as it was con- 
sidered to be to Woodfall's edition of Junius ; from the notes of 
of which we copy it. The reader will find it in our Appendix, 
No. V. But we are not to be understood as adopting all ths 
opinions contained in it. 
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find the result of the concurring opinions of those, who 
estimate the composition of Junius by a rigorous stand*^ 
ard of taste, to correspond very nearly with the judgment 
passed upon it in Heron's work — that if we except * an 
occasional excess of epigrammatic turns, a structure of 
sentences sometimes labored to harshness and almost 
to obscurity, with a few incongruities of metaphor, 
these Letters must be owned to be, in all other re- 
spects, probably the most vigorous and faultless speci- 
men of human eloquence that the world has yet seen.' 



Since this work was put to press, the following ^arti- 
cle, respecting another candidate for the authorship of 
Junius, has appeared in the Gentleman's Magazine, 
for February, 1831. ^ 

• Gray's Inn, February 4, 
* Mr Urban, — 

* Your correspondent, Mr Barker, in your last Sup- 
plement, page 579, has misnamed Mr McLean, whose 
Christian name was Laughlin, not LacMin. Accord- 
ing to my recollection of his handwriting, it bore no 
resemblance to that of Junius, as given in the fac-simile 
* copies published by Mr George Woodfall. McLean 
was a man of talent, but I have no conception of his 
having been able to write the Letters of Junius. That 
he was connected with Lord Shelburne there is no 

m 

doubt. It is not likely, therefore, that he should have 
written against his Lordship; but Junius, in some of 
his Letters, has spoken contemptuously of that noble- 
man, who was never held in much esteem as a political 
character, and was long known by the nick-name of 
Malagrida. 
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* It is said in the Letter quoted by Mr Barker, that 
whenever Junius mentions Lord Temple's brother-in- 
law, Lord Chatham, it is evidently with great caution 
and hesitancy. Now surely the writer could not have 
^ seen the early Letters of Junius, under other signatures, 
in which Lord Chatham is grossly abused for his sup- 
port of the American Colonists (whom Junius consid- 
ered as rebels), and for his Lordship's opposition to the 
Stamp Act. Junius even goes so far, as to treat Lord 
Chatham as a lunatic, nor is he much more civil to 
Lord Camden. 

' Junius, beyond all question, was a decided Grenville- 
ite ; and I am thoroughly persuaded he was known to the 
Grenville family. Indeed, I have heard, on very good 
authority, that the law citations, contained in one of Ju- 
nius's Letters to Lord Mansfield, were furnished by 
Counsellor Darell, and were sent by him from Stowe 
to Mr Woodfall, the printer of the Public Advertiser ; 
and yet I have never heard that any such animosity ex- 
isted between the Grenvilles and Lord Mansfield, as 
could warrant their giving countenance to the severe 
and inhuman attacks made by Junius on the latter great 
man. 

' I cannot agree with Mr Barker's correspondent, 
that the French revolution grew out of the principles 
of Junius ; but I think it sprung in a great measure 
from the resistance of the Americans, to whom, as I 
have already signified, Junius was fiercely inimical/ 

The preceding extract, though published at London 

in February, before the present work was put to press, 

was not received by the author of these Letters, till 

aflerwards, in the month of April last. In a commu- 

h 
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nicatioB of April 13, he makes the following remark 
upon it: 

* The last Supplement here spoken of has not 
come to hand ; but, I presume, the article alluded 
to by this writer, related to Mr Swinden's pamphlet, 
supporting the claims of Lord Chatham. The writer 
thinks it beyond question, that Junius was a Gren- 
vill&-ite ; but he cannot account, or never heard of 
such animosity existing between the Grenvilles and 
Lord Mansfield, as could warrant their giving counte- 
nance to the inhuman attacks made by Junius on Lord 
Mansfield. I think this has been satisfactorily account- 
ed for in the course of my investigation.' 

The hoMdwriting of Junius's Letters is here al- 
luded to by this English writer. The author of the 
present work has purposely avoided this ground of ar- 
gument ; believing, that he had ample proof without it, 
and that it was in itself the least to be relied upon. It 
is, however, occasionally mentioned in the course of the 
notes to his letters ; as at pages 128 and 141 ; in which 
last place a curious fact is stated, which, so far as it is 
of any weight, may be said to confirm the hypothesis 
of Lord Temple's authorship ; that is, that Mr Wilkes 
and Mr Butler thought the handwriting of Junius's 
Letters resembled that of a card of invitation which 
the former had from ' old Lady Temple, written in her 
oum handJ Junius also says to Woodfall, * I would 
avoid having this hand too commonly seen ; ' a hint, 
which shows it to have been a natural hand, and not, 
ag some have supposed, a feigned one. 

A remark or two further, upon what may properly be 
ooasidered the mere minutiae of this question, will be 
here added. 
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Oae of the writers 'in faTor of Lord Chatham, Mr 
Swinden, imagines that the signature C, affixed to seve- 
ral o^the Private Letters, might be significant, and mean 
Chaiham. An adversary of Lord Chatham would, 
we think, be more likely to take this disguise. But, 
apart from the indiscretion of the author's adopting a 
letter of his own name, the letter C was the initisd of va- 
rious signatures adopted by Junius. It may possibly de- 
serve inquiry, whether the signature affixed to the Pam- 
phlet of 1766, called Lord Temple's pamphlet, is signi- 
ficant — * N. C. M. S. C* The same signature is affix- 
ed to several pieces in verse (called in the book itself, 
' excellent pieces of poetry ' ! ) accompanying an im- 
portant contemporary publication entitled * The His- 
tory of the Minority, during th^ years 1762, 1763, 
1764, and 1765 ; ' of which we have the fourth edi- 
tion, London, 1765, now before us. This publication, 
in its tone and course of reflections upon particular 
topics, and occasionally in its language, bears a strong 
resemblance to Lord Temple's Pamphlet ; and he pro- 
bably had some agency in it. We may add, that it 
states numerous facts, which show the intense interest 
and zeal of Lord Temple in the cause of. Mr Wilkes 
and of civil liberty, in defence of which, he stood forth 
*with his person as well as his^wrsc' Three of the above 
letters are initials of Junius's early signatures ; the other, 
N, does not occur among those names. We add but 
one more remark on this head. Among the Latin 
lines, which the printer of the Public Advertiser used 
to throw out as * signals ' to Junius, is the following — 
De TE fabula narratur ; — 

where the letters TE, which happen to be the initials 
of Temple, are printed by Woodfall in . capitals. 
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Whether they were so printed in the Public Adver- 
tiser, we have not the means of determining. But 
we io not attach any importance to circumstances of 
this description, which are as likely to be the result of 
mere accident, as of design. 
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LETTER I. 

Satenif Massachusetts, August 2&, 1830. 

Sir, 

When I saw you in town on the third instant, 

there was a paragraph in the Salem Gazette of that 
morning, stating, upon the authority of late London 
newspapers, that a person not hitherto named had been 
discovered to be the author of the Letters of Junius, 
The discovery was said to have been made from docu- 
ments in the library at Stowe ; the person' alluded to was 
Lord Temple. I observed to you, that I had for many 
years considered Lord Temple to be the author, and I 
then gave some of the reasons which first led me to 
entertain that opinion — which, I may add, I have 
found no reason to abandon in consequence of anything 
I have seen published on the subject. 

The statements which I made on that occasion 
seemed to you to be entitled to attention ,* and you ex- 
1 
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pressed a wish, that I would give you my views on 
some of the- principal points of the subject, which 
first led me to fix on Lord Temple as the author of 
those celebrated Letters ; accompanied with the proo& 
which I had found in confirmation of my opinion. 

This I shall now attempt to do ; relating every cir- 
cumstance, as it occurred during my investigation, and 
in that plain manner which will be expected from one, 
whose habits and business have been very different frcmi 
that of an author. I shall perhaps detail many things 
which a skilful writer would throw aside as unnecessa- 
ry ; and I may, on the other hand, omit some that 
might be of importance. However this may be, you 
may rest assured, that whatever I communicate shall be 
truly stated ; and I must then leave the importance or 
unimportance of it to the judgment of the reader. 

It is many years since I first read Junius ; in my 
earliest days I was pleased in perusing his Letters, in 
the common editions, which had no explanatory notes, 
except the few written by the author himself But soon 
afler the publication of the valuable edition under the 
name of Robert Heron, Esq., printed in London in 
1801, and reprinted in America in 1804, 1 procured a 
copy of it and read it with much attention, and with 
new interest ; not, however, originally with the view of 
making a discovery of the author, — which had long 
defied the ingenuity of so many persons in England, 
more favorably circumstanced than I could be at a great 
distance from the scene, — but simply from the desire 
of more thoroughly understanding everything which 
was to be found in a favorite author. 
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The copy of Heron's Junius, which I owned, happen- 
ed to be one that contained the engraved portraits of 
several of the distinguished persons who are mentioned 
in the work. In some copies of the American edition, 
as I am informed, the portraits were suppressed; and 
had it happened, that I had purchased one of those, in- 
stead of the copy which I did, it is possible that my at- 
tention might not have been again excited, at that period, 
to a further investigation of the authorship. 

However that might have been, on one occasion, 
while I was turning over the leaves, referring to differ- 
ent passages of the work, and examining the portraits, 
I was struck with the singular circumstance, — for such 
it appeared to me, — of finding the portrait of Earl 
Temple conspicuously fronting the title-page, although, 
according to my recollection, his name was not once men-- 
Honed in the Letters. This circumstance led me to 
read the work once more; and I found, as I had anti- 
cipated, that, notwithstanding the names of the king's 
ministers and other leading men of that period, were 
repeatedly mentioned, the name of Lord Temple did not 
once occur in the Letters themselves, though it does a 
fow times in the Notes which Junius himself added to 
them; but even there the name is mentioned in so 
slight and casual a manner, as not to attract particular 
attention ; and, perhaps, in those few instances was in- 
serted with a design of avoiding the suspicion, which 
an entire suppression of it might have excited. I also 
examined Heron's notes, in which Lord Temple is nam- 
ed a few times. 

The result was, that I became by degrees, confirmed 
in the opinion, that Lord Temple must have been 
the author. 
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At that time I had not minutely studied the private 
history of the period when Junius wrote ; and I had of 
course an imperfect knowledge of the family connex- 
ions and private friendships or animosities of Lord 
Temple ; having only directed my attention to his polit- 
ical character, and to the part which he had taken in 
the public transactions of that day. I therefore began 
as opportunities offered during my leisure hours of read- 
ing, to make researches in order to obtain more particu- 
lar information respecting Lord Temple. Everything I 
read tended only to strengthen my original impressions. 
In the splendid administration of Mr Pitt (Lord Chat- 
ham), Earl Temple was of the ministry ; in the first in- 
stance, as first lord of the admiralty, and afterwards as 
lord privy seal. Mr Pitt was his brother-in-law, having 
married his sister; Mr George Grenville, known in 
this country as the father of the famous American 
Stamp Act, was a younger brother, and also one of the 
ministry. In 1761, Lord Temple and Mr Pitt resigned 
their places, in consequence of a disunion among the 
ministers, but with an understanding « that they would 
still continue to act together. Mr Grenville, however, re- 
mained in office, and continued to act with his former 
associates. This unexpected conduct of Mr Grenville, 
caused an interruption of the friendship subsisting be- 
tween him and his two brothers. I could not but observe, 
however, that Junius always spoke of Mr Grenville with 
much respect, both personally and politically; and I 
soon found that a reconciliation had afterwards taken 
place — with many other particulars, which I shall 
mention in the course of my letters. I also found, that 
partly in consequence of the Duke of Grafton's de- 
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serting Lord Chatham, after that great man had been 
the earliest object of the Duke's political wonder and at- 
tachment, Junius appeared to hold the Duke in utter 

detestation. 

I began to note down in my copy of Heron's Junius, 

and on the blank leaves of the volumes, various refer- 
ences to those passages, which appeared to me to sup- 
port the opinion I had formed respecting the author. 
This was done some years previous to 1817, which date 
I fix by an event to be mentioned hereafler. 

The copy of Heron's Junius here mentioned, was the 
one to which I alluded in my first conversation with 
you on this subject; when, in reply to your inquiry afler 
the book itself, I observed, that it had been out of my 
possession for several years, but that I would endeavor 
to recover it. The fact was, that in May, 1825, I dis- 
posed of most of the books which constituted my li- 
brary, and among them was that copy of Junius. Im- 
mediately afler our conversation I took measures to 
recover the book, but have not been able to succeed till 
this time ; which must be my apology for not fulfilling 
my engagement to you so soon as I had intended. I 
had an impression, as I then observed, that my Junius 
was in the possession of Dr F*****, in the neighbor- 
ing town of Beverly; and I accordingly addressed a 
note to him requesting the use of it for a short time ; 
but he informed me, that it was not in his possession. 

A further search led me, only the day before yester- 
day, to the gentleman who had it, Mr S****** of this 
town, in whose hands I was happy to find the vol- 
umes ; and with my old notes, references, and paper 
marks remaining in them. Among other things. 
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my references to various passages of the pld * London 
Magazine,' of which I had aboat a hundred numbers, 
between the years 1763 and 1774. These Magazines 
had also for several years been out of my hands, having 
been left packed up with several other pamphlets in a 
trunk, in a neighboring town. I have been fortunate 
enough to find them again, with my old marks remain- 
ing as I had lefl them. 

In one of those old Magazines, for August, 1766, 
page 421, my attention was forcibly arrested by an ar- 
ticle headed — * Esctracts from a remarkable Pamphlet 
lately published, entitled An Enquiry into the Conduct 
of a late Right Honorable Commoner ' — i. e. William 
Pitt, afterwards Earl of Chatham. • The tone and man- 
ner of the writer, and especially the miqute particulars 
of private occurrences disclosed in the pamphlet, left 
no doubt in my mind, that it was written by Lord Tem- 
ple. It was spoken of as a pamphlet which much en- 
grossed the public attention. The language and spirit 
of it were, in my opinion, those of Junius ; and it bore 
internal evidence, equally strong, of having been written 
by Lord Temple. 

After the lapse of perhaps a year or two from the time 
of which I am now speaking, I noticed in the London 
Magazine for 1774, some letters of Lord Chesterfield, 
then just published ; in one of which, dated the same 
year with the pamphlet in question, 1766, he says to bis 
son — * You ask who is the author of the pamphlet ? * 
His reply is — * it is ascribed to Lord T ' and he 

* In the GentUman's Magazine for Aug. 170G, p. 347, similar 
extracts from this pamphlet are given, and some of them more 
at large. — Edit. 
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adds — 'but I think it above him.' This last remark, 
as matter of opinion, had little weight in my mind ; 
the former, however, as a statement of the current re- 
port of the day, made a strong impression upon me ; as 
I supposed Lord Temple was the person alluded to, 
and I had myself, upon the internal evidence alone, and 
without the least knowledge of any such general opin- 
ion, already ascribed it to the same nobleman. The 
title of the pamphlet, it is true, is not mentioned by 
Lord Chesterfield ; but it was obviously, as I thought, 
the one in question. Assuming it, therefore, as a fact, 
that Lord Temple must have been the author of the 
pamphlet, I pursued my investigation upon that supposi- 
tion ; and this pamphlet was the means of my satisfying 
myself of the correctness of the opinion, which I had 
formed as to the authorship of Junius. 

Upon these data, I made memorandums and margi- 
nal references in my copy of Junius ; by means of which 
I shall collect together the substance of the present 
Letters. 

When I first conversed with you, I had no intention 
of prosecuting the subject any further, than to present a 
very brief and general view of what I considered to be 
satisfactory Evidence, - — I would say demonstration, if 
it were not presumptuous — that Lord Temple was the 
author of Junius, By your desire, however, I will con- 
tinue my researches, and shall in future letters commu- 
nicate the results more in detail than I had before con- 
templated. I am, &c. 
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LETTER II. 

Sir, 

In my last letter I observed, that I had originally 
assumed it as a fact, upon the internal evidence alone, 
that Lord Temple was the author of the remarkable 
pamphlet of 1766 ; and that I was fully confirmed in 
that opinion by the observation, which I there quoted 
from Lord Chesterfield's Letters, notwithstanding his 
lordship's accompanying remark, that he thought it 
' above him.' I have experienced no small gratification 
at finding what I consider a still further confirmation of 
my opinion, in the statement made by Mr Almon, the 
well known Whig printer of that day, in his Anecdotes 
of the Life of Lord Chatham, which I had never seen 
till the passage was recently pointed out to me by your- 
self. Mr Almon introduces his copious extracts from 
the Pamphlet, with this remark, in a note ; — * Lord 
Chesterfield, in his letters to his son, says, this pamphlet 
was written by Lord Temple. But his lordship was 
mistaken. The pamphlet was written by Mr Humphrey 
Cotes, assisted by another person. It is, however, true, 
that the particular facts stated in this account of the 
conference and of the audience, were communicated hy 
Lord Temple, in conversation, to Mr Cotes ; who, with- 
out Lord Temple's participation, caused them to be pub- 
lished.' From the language of this statement of Mr 
Almon, circumstanced as he was in relation to Lord 
Temple and other parties concerned, I have felt no hesi- 
tation in . drawing the inference, that the substance of 
the pamphlet was in fact dictated, though perhaps not 
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actuaUj committed to writing, by his lordship himself.* 
The reflections throughout, and the occasional intensity 
of passion could have proceeded from no other than the 
party, whose feelings had been so unjustly and so deeply 
wounded. 

This important pamphlet furnishes us with a solution 
of one of the difficulties, which has always embarrassed 
the inquiry into the authorship of Junius's Letters — 
that is, the vehemence with which Junius originally at- 
tacked Lord Chatham (in the Miscellaneous Letters 
published by Mr Woodfall), though he afterwards, 
under the signature of Junius, began to change his tone, 
by first coldly approving of his conduct, and at length 
bestowing upon him the splendid eulogy which is well 
known. At the former period, a violent difference had 
broken out between Lord Temple and Lord Chatham, 
which was felt by the former, in a manner that was to 
have been expected from a person of his temperament 
and disposition, as described — perhaps with partiality — 
by Mr Almon : * The natural disposition of this noble 

*In a letter, which Mr Almon sent to Lady Chatham with a 
copy of his Anecdotes of Lord Chatham, he says — * From your 
Ladyship's noble brother, the late Earl Temple^ I received the 
most interestingr part of these Anecdotes ; his Lordship honored 
me with his friendship and esteem many years.' Whether Mr 
Almon knew the author of Junius, at this period (1791), we 
cannot determine ; but it is a little remarkable, that Junius is 
mentioned only twice, so far as I have observed, in this whole 
work ; once, in a note, volume i, p. 419, where he is spoken of 
merely as * a popular writer ; ' and once, in the Appendix to 
f olome 3d, page 379, as cited p. 204 post. The manner in which 
Junius is barely mentioned in both places, is remarkable. It 
should be added, that one of his Miscellaneous Letters j signed 
j9nH-Sei4inus, Jr. is mentioned by Almon, vol. i, p. 329. 
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lord/ says the writer, ' was the most amiable that can be 
conceived, to his friends ; but when offended, his disap- 
probation was warm and conspicuous — his language 
flowed spontaneously from his feelings ; his heart and 
his voice always corresponded. With such a temper, it 
was not probable, that the cause of his separation from 
Mr Pitt would either be concealed or indifferently ex- 
pressed.' * The pamphlet in question gives a minute 
account of the measures, and particularly of the haughty 
and overbearing deportment of Lord Chatham, which 
led to that separation, and compelled Lord Temple (in 
the language of the pamphlet) to refuse submission to 
Mr Pitt as ' sole and absolute dictator ' in the ministry. 
But, as I shall have frequent occasion to advert to this 
separation and various other facts resulting from an ex- 
amination of this pamphlet, I shall here give several 
extracts from it, accompanied with a few brief remarks. 
The whole manner and tone of the pamphlet are such, 
as would naturally proceed from a wounded spirit like 
that above described. 

The author of the pamphlet begins with this observa- 
tion — that ' in the tide of almost every great man's life, 
there is commonly one period, which is not only more 
remarkable than the rest, but conveys with it strong 
characteristic marks of the complexion of him to whom 
it belongs ;' and by way of example, he gives us some 
part of the history of the Lord Chancellor Bacon and 
others ; then he gives us a short history of the ' Right 
Honorable Commoner ' (Mr Pitt), and having carried it 
down to his being made paymaster, he proceeds thus : — 

* Almon's Anecdotes, vol. ii, p. 28. 
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* For a little time he was quiet, but his ever restless 
ambition soon broke out, and he aimed at the sole guid- 
ance of the state, which he seemed resolved to take by 
storm. He thundered against Hanover, the very name 
of which he was for expunging out of the dictionary ; it 
was called a mill-stone hung about the neck of Great 
Britain, and styled the bane of this country, from the 
expense which it cost us ; and the most solemn declara- 
tions were made, that not a shilling nor a man should 
go to Germany. The popular gale walls him into power, 
and though not to that degree of eminence in station, 
which constitutionally gives the lead in public business, 
yet he usurped an absolute dominion over the whole 
court. It is his nature to bear no control ; therefore the 
King was taken captive in his closet, and made prisoner 
upon his throne. But, as it were to atone for this con- 
duct, and to give the public another proof that not theirs 
but his own interest, was the object he had in view ; 
though absolute minister, and of course at full liberty to 
carry on the war upon whatever system he pleased, and 
a neutrality secured for Hanover ; yet he entered into 
all the predilections of his sovereign, broke the neutral- 
ity in Germany, and, notwithstanding his iiiany furious 
and energetic declarations against the continent, the 
very sounds of which were tingling in -our ears, he 
plunged us deeper into the German war than any of his 
predecessors; sent over more men and more money, 
than any other minister ever dared, and at an expense of 
above eighty millions, conquered America in Germany J* 

* ' It is only curious from observation of his natural inconsis- 
tency, to mention, that when the late Lord Anson was attacked 
in the House of Commons upon the loss of Minorca, the late 
Commoner (knowing that the late Lord Hardwicke was then the 
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* And to support this enormous load of expense, it was 
at his express injunction, that the last heavy additional 
duty was laid upon beer, even iq opposition to the Duke 
of Newcastle and the late Mr Legge, who would other- 
wise have laid a tax upon the luxuries of life, in order 
to spare the industrious and put the burden upon the 
rich and idle — a tax cruelly wrung from the briny 
sweat of industry, and which seems to have been found* 
ed on no other principle, than, that in order to render 
the people dependent, we should begin by making them 
poor. Ever wishing to attain and preserve power by 
any sacrifice or any means, and finding soon afker the 
accession of his present Majesty, that the Earl of Bute 
was in possession of the royal ear, he was the first and 
principal instrument of that noble lord's introduction to 
power, particularly to the post of secretary of state and 
coadjutor to himself; which shows, as clearly as any- 
thing can, his early and close connexion with the Favor- 
ite. And upon what principle could this be done, but 
the hope of thereby laying the foundation of security to 
himself. 

' When the Favorite had gained the ascendancy, and 
had formed designs incompatible with the honor of the 
crown and the interest of the kingdom ; when he had 
drawn the substance and the shadow likewise of strength 
from the great Commoner, and defeated him also in his 
mighty design upon Spain ; then, even then, notwith- 

court's favorite) stood up to vindicate his Lordship, and said, 
" that he was convinced his lordship had erred through want of 
intellect, and not through design." After this extraordinary- 
declaration, he restored his lordship to that very post, for whifji 
he had pronounced him unqualified through deficiency of under« 
standing.' JfoU by the author of the pamphlet. 
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standing this insult and many others, such was eithor 
his lust for office, or his friendship for the favorite, that 
he would have sacrificed his haughty, overbearing spirit 
to a sufferance of remaining in ofhce, and submitted to 
a control not only contradictory of all his former princi- 
ples, but infamous in the eyes of the public, had it not 
been for the spirited and truly patriotic resentment of 
his most noble fi-iend and relation, Earl Temple ; who, 
with a magnanimity almiost peculiar to himself, disdain- 
ed to wear the chains, or put on the livery of such an 
incompetent statesman, such a contemptible being ; 
and first strongly urged, and at length forced the Com- 
moner into resignation; which he accompanied with 
his own, in order to give an example of spirit and resist- 
ance to an usurpation, so exceedingly dangerous to both 
court and people.' 

After having given an account of several fruitless ne- 
gotiations for bringing Mr Pitt again into the adminis- 
tration, he gives us an account of the then late successful 
one as follows : 

'.The error last year had been in consulting Lord 
Temple first. This year another method was taken, 
Mr Pitt was first applied to ; and after that gentleman 
had had a conference, first with the late lord chancellor, 
and then with his majesty, Lord Temple was sent fdr ; 
who, directly after his coming to town, waited on his 
majesty at Richmond. Next day (July 16, 1766) his 
lordship received a very affectionate letter ftom Mr Pitt, 
then at North-End, Hampstead, desiring to see his lord- 
ship there, as his health would not permit him to come 
to town. His lordship went, and Mr Pitt acqownted 
him, that his majesty had been graciously pleased to send 

2 
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fcr him to fi)nn an administration ; and, as he tfaoagfat 
his lordship indispensable, he desired his majesty to send 
lor him, and to put him at the head of the treasury ; and 
that he himself would take the post of privy seal. The 
Commoner then produced a list of several persons, 
which, he said, he had fixed upon to go in with his lord- 
ship; and which, he added, was not to be altered. 
Lord Temple said, that he had had the honor of a con- 
ference with his majesty at Richmond the evening be- 
fore, and that he did not understand, from what passed 
between them, that Mr Pitt was to be absolute master, 
and to form every part of the administration ; if he had, 
he would not have given himself the trouble of coming 
to Mr Pitt upon that subject, being determined to come 
in upon an equality with Mr Pitt, in case he was to oc- 
cupy the most responsible place under the government 
' And, as Mr Pitt had chosen only a side place, without 
any responsibility annexed to it, he should insist upon 
some of his friends being in the cabinet offices with 
him, and in whom he could confide ; which he thought 
Mr Pitt could have no objection to, as he must be sen- 
sible he could not come in with honor, unless he had 
such nomination ; nor did he desire but that Mr Pitt 
should have his share of the nomination of his friends. 
And his lordship added, that he made a sacrifice of his 
brother, Mr George GrenmUe, who, notwithstanding his 
being entirely, out of place, and excluded from all coub- 
nexion with the intended system, would nevertheless 
support the measures of their administration ; that it 
was his idea to conciliate all parties, which was the 
ground that made Mr Pitt's former administration so 
respectable and glorious, and to form upon the solid 
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basis of Union, an able and responsible administration ; 
to brace the relaxed sinews of government ; retrieve the 
honor of the crown, and pursue the permanent interest 
of the public : but, that if Mr Pitt insisted upon a supe- 
rior dictation, and did not choose to join in a plan for 
the restoration of that Union, which at no time was ever 
fio necessary, he desired the conference might be broke 
off, and that Mr Pitt would give himself no further 
trouble about him, for that he would not submit to the 
pr<^>osed conditions. Mr Pitt, however, insisted upon 
continuing the conference ; and asked, who those per- 
sons were whom his lordship intended for some of the 
cabinet employments ? His lordship answered, that one 
in particular was a noble lord of approved character and 
known abilities, who had last year refused the very o^ 
fice now offered to him (Lord Temple) though pressed 
to it in the strongest manner by tlie Duke of Cumber- 
land, and the Duke of Newcastle ; and who, being their 
common friend, he did not doubt Mr Pitt himself had in 
contemplation. This worthy and respectable person 
was Lord Lyttleton. At the conclusion of this sentence, 
Mr Pitt said, good God, how can you compare him to 
the Duke of Graflon, Lord Shelburne, and Mr Conway ? 
Besides, said he, I have taken the privy seal and he 
cannot have that. Lord Temple then mentioned the post 
of lord president ; upon which Mr Pitt said, that could 
not be, for he had engaged the presidency : but, says 
he. Lord Lyttleton may hope a pension. To which 
Lord Temple immediately answered, that would never 
do; nor would he stain the bud of his administration 
with the accumulation of pensions. It is true Mr Pitt 
▼oachsafed to permit the noble lord to nominate his own 
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board ; but at the same time insisted, that if two per- 
sons of that board (Thomas Townsend and George Ons- 
low, Esq.), were turned out, they should have a com- 
pensation, i. e. pensions. 

' Mr Pitt next asked, what person his lordship had in 
his thoughts for secretary of state ? His lordship answer- 
ed. Lord Gower, a man of great abilities, and whom he 
knew to be equal to any Mr Pitt had named, and of 
much greater alliance ; and in whom he meant and 
hoped to unite and conciliate a great and powerful par^ 
ty, in order to widen and strengthen the bottom of his 
administration, and to vacate even the idea of opposi- 
tion ; thereby to restore unanimity in parliament, and 
confine every good man's attention to the real object of 
his country's welfare. And his lordship added, that he 
had never imparted his designs to Lord Gower, nor did 
he know, whether that noble Lord would accept of it ; * 
but mentioned it now only as a comprehensive meas- 
ure, to attain the great end he wished, of restoring 
unanimity by. a reconciliation of parties, that the busi- 
ness of the nation might go on without interruption, 
and become the only business of parliament. But Mr 
Pitt rejected this proposal, evidently healing as it ap- 
peared, by saying, that he had determined Mr Conviray 
should stay in his present office, and that he had Lord 
Shelburne to propose for the other office, then held by 
the Duke of Richmond ; so that there remained no 
room for Lord Gower. This, Lord Temple said, "was 
coming to his first proposition of being sole and €Mbso^ 
lute dictator, to which no consideration should ever in- 

*■ '■ Lord Tem^e afterwords wrote to Lord Grower, to excBae 
the mention he had made of his name.' 
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duce him to submit. And therefore he insisted upon 
ending the conference ; which he did with saying, that if 
he had been first called upon by the king, he should have 
consulted Mr Pitt's honor, with regard to the arrange- 
ment of ministers, and have given him an equal share 
in the nomination ; and that he thought himself tY^/reo^- 
ed by Mr Pitt, in his not observing the like conduct. 

* Had MrTitt not chosen to refuse a plan of govern- 
ment, so obviously calculated and designed for the good 
of the country, and for putting an end to those unhappy 
divisions which have long obstructed the public busi- 
ness, we should have seen an administration formed of 
the most able and upright men in the kingdom ; acting 
upon principles agreeable to the public wishes ; and 
whose natural strength and alliances, would have given 
such stability to their power, as would have af&rded the 
most sincere satisfaction to the public, who are con- 
cerned and grieved at their repeated changes, made ap- 
parently without any design of restoring peace to the 
kingdom, or any desire of putting the direction of af- 
fairs into capable hands; changes obviously patched 
up, and consisting' of nothing but a temporary succes- 
sion of menj whose names were almost unknown till 
they appeared in the Gazette. Changes made by the 
favorite, and designed to render all sets of men con- 
temptible, that he may at length, like Cardinal Maza- 
rine, publicly resume his power and tell the people, he is 
the only capable man in the kingdom.' 

This is followed, in the pamphlet, by some strictures 
upon the history of that Cardinal, who was advanced 
and protected in the administration of France by the 
€kieeB mother of Lewis XIV ; and upon Mr Pitt's 

2* 
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late acceptance of a title and a share with Lord Bute in 
the administration of this kingdom ; which the author 
concludes thus : 

'With whom, besides, is the late Commoner in 
league? With those verj men whom he hated most 
and despised ; with Gen. Conway, whom two years ago 
he refused to see at Hayes, though press^ to it in the 
strongest manner by Lord Lyttleton ; with Lord Shel- 
bume, upon whom he put a negative last year, when 
nominated to the very office he now enjoys ; with Col. 
Barre, who called him an heap of contradictions, 
&c. &c. 

' If it is asked, why had he so great a penchant for 
them now ? the answer is, because the first, in a great 
measure, laid the foundation of the surrender of the 
honor and authority of Great Britain, and made a ten- 
der of both at the feet of the Colonies ; the second as- 
sisted him, and the third follows of course. 

* This little corps, contemptible in numbers and des- 
picable in abilities, is to be reinforced by the subalterns 
of the late ministry ; by those whose excessive last for 
office, whose ingratitude, meanness, and subserviency, 
would not suffer them to follow the resignations and dis- 
missions of their patrons. The moment these heard 
there was another recruiting sergeant in town, they in- 
stantly deserted both officers and colors under which 
they had first enlisted, and for present pay and good 
quarters, repaired to the drum-head of the enemy.' * 

In my next letter I shall make some remarks upon 
this extraordinary publication. I am, &c. 

*In 1768 Lord Temple was reconciled with Mr Pi^ 11m 
Letters of Junius commenced in 1769. Then how much the 
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LETTER III. 

Sir, 

Thc pamphlet, from which the extracts in my last 
letter were taken, will be found upon a careful perusal 
to carry its own evidence with it of having been writ- 
ten by Earl Temple. A writei in the London Maga- 
zine of August 1766, in attempting to controvert the 
arguments of the pamphlet, also assumes him to have 
been the author ; and observes, that ' he labors hard 
to prove that Lord Chatham is the willing tool of Lord 
Bute ; and, from the discovery thereof, Lord Temple, 
as must be supposed, declined taking part in the ad- 
ministration.' The same writer further says, * that Lord 
Temple was offered the chief department of state, but 
he insisted on Lord Lyttleton being given that, which 
had previously been assigned to Lord North, ' and ' thus 
does it evidently appear that Lord Temple's objections 
were, not that the administration was to be framed or to 
proceed under the influence of Lord Bute, but to his 
not being permitted to recommend whom he pleased to 
some of the chief offices in government.' Again — * as 
to Lord Temple's making so great a merit of sacrificing 
a brother (Mr Grenville, who had previously taken so 
great care of himself) .... that surely should appear 
strange, afier a declaration having been made of their 
reconciliation being only kindred, and not political.' 

langaage and sentiments of this pamphlet, except towards Lord 
Chatham, coincide with the language and sentiments of Juni- 
lu's Letters. 
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Again he says — ' it appears that Lord Temple had in 
effect separated from Lord Chatham, and thrown him- 
self at the head of a party, which the latter would not 
join, and therefore they are become like the kindred 
chiefs of Rome, each struggling for the superiority ; 
and which in the end will prevail, can only be foreseen 
by estimating the comparative degree of popularity, 
which each with his respective party, may be supposed 
to possess ; for thereon must depend, which will like 
Pompey, become vanquished, or victorious, like Cae- 
sar.' 

These extracts from a contemporary writer show 
the opinion entertained by Lord Temple of that ad- 
ministration ; and also, that he was himself, in some 
sense, a disappointed man. They also show thie opin- 
ion, which his adversaries entertained of the greatness 
of his character, as well as his energy of mind. 

Junius, in his first letter and elsewhere, speaks of 
his brother, Mr GrenviUe, with particular respect. In 
animadverting upon the bad management of their 
finances under the Duke of Grafton, he observes, that 
* when Mr Grenville was placed at the head of the 
Treasury, he felt the impossibility of Great Britain's 
supporting such an establishment as her former suc- 
cesses had made indispensable But unfortu- 
nately for this country, Mr Grenville was at any 
rate to be distressed, because he was minister ; and 
Mr Pitt and Lord Camden were to be the patrons of 
America, because they were in opposition.' He adds 
in a note — ' yet Junius has been called the partizan 
of Lord Chatham I' 
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This note by Junius illustrates, why he had been so 
Called — ^because he had been politically opposed to Mr 
Grenville. But Lord Temple and he both were re- 
conciled to Lord Chatham in 1768, a few months be- 
fore the date of Junius's first letter. 

Taking it for granted then, that Lord Temple is the 
author, the extracts which I have given, viewed in con- 
nexion with Junius's letters, will throw that light which 
we seek on the subject of the present inquiry. 

Junius, in his first letter observes, that ' appearances 
justify suspicion ; and, when the safety of a nation is 
at stake, suspicion is a just ground of inquiry. Let 
US enter into it with candor and decency.' I have 
already shown the detestation in which he held the 
Duke of Graflon. . But Sir William Draper, being 
touched by the manner in which his commander. Lord 
Granby, is noticed, in a reply attempts his defence. 
This evidently leads Junius on to higher game, as in 
the sequel. In the 15th Letter he says — * the advice 
of the ablest men in this country has been repeated- 
ly called for and rejected. The spirit of the favorite 
(Lord Bute) had some apparent influence upon every 
administration ; there were certain services to be per- 
formed for the favorite's security, which your prede- 
cessors in office had the wisdom or virtue not to 
undertake. The moment this refractory spirit was 
discovered, their disgrace was determined. Lord Chat^ 
ham, Mr Grenville, and Lord Rockingham have suc- 
cessively had the honor of being dismissed for doing 
their duty to the public, rather than those compliances 
which were expected from their station,' 
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Here Junius might have added Lard Temple ; but 
lie avoids naming himself tluroughout- 

Again — ' a submissive administration was at last col- 
lected from the desertion of all parties, interests, and 
connexions ; and nothing remained but to find a lead- 
er, for these gallant, well disciplined troops. Stand 
forth, my Lord, for thou art the * man. Lord Bute 
found no resource of dependance or security in the 
proud, imposing superiority of Lord Chatham's abiH* 
ties ; the shrewd, inflexible judgment of JI& Cfren^ 

Remarks.-^ The one (Lord Chatham) had been an 
honorable competitor and was brother-in-law to Mr 
Grenville; the other, (Mr Grenville) his brother; and 
both, for some time, at variance with Lord Temple, alias 
Junius, but now friends. The great objects of Lord 
Temple in writing Junius, were — Ist, to establish his 
own everlasting fame ; 2d, that of his family connex- 
ions, at the same time he was attempting to estahliah 
ihe rights of Englishmen; he therefore aimed the 
boldest invectives against the administration, knowing 
that by its overthrow,' he and his friends would come 
into power, and that he should thereby gratify his own 
ambition ; but directing that ambition to the seeking 
of his country's honor and welfare. 

In his 18th Letter, which is addressed to Sir Wm. 
Blackstone, he again mentions his brother, Mr Grei^ 
TiUe, thus : * Your pamphlet then is divided into an 
attack of Mr Crrenville's character, and a defence of 
your own, It would have been more consistent per- 

* Granby« 



AUTflOBSHIP or JUKIUS. !23 

haps with yomr ptdfessed inteirtians t» have eonfined 
yours to the last. .... It is not my design to enter inlo 
a formal mHdicaii0n <>fMrOrenmUe tgpon Ms own prim- 

ciples Your filrst reflection is, that Mr Orem- 

viUe was, of all men, the iperson who should not have 
complained of inconsistence with regard to Mr 
Wilkes,' d&c. See also 19th Letter, the same subject 
continued, and Mr Grenrille defended by Philo Junius. 
In Letter 23d (to the Duke of Bedibrd) he says — ' I 
will not pretend to ^cify the secret terms, on which 
you were invited to support an administration, which 
Lord JBute pretended to leave in full possession of 
their ministerial authority and perfectly masters of 
themselves.' — The administration, as appears by a 
note, was composed of Mr Grenmlle, Lord Halifax, 
and Lord Egremont. 

Again — * Apparently united with Mr GrenviUe, you 
waited until Lord Rockingham's feeble administration 
should dissolve in its own weakness. The moment 

4 

their dismission was suspected, the moment you per- 
ceived another system was adopted in the closet, you 
thought it no disgrace, to return to your former depend- 
ence and solicit once more the friendship of Lord Bute. 
You begged an interview, at which, he had spirit 
enough to treat you with contempt.' 

It may not be without u$e to add, in this connexion, 
Ldrd Chesterfield's sentiments of the administrations, 
from his letters to his son, between 1763 and 1768, 
published in the London Magazine for 1774 : — 

* July 15th, 1765 — I told you in my last you should 
hear from me again, as soon as I had any thing more 
to write ; and now I have too much to write and will 
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refer you to tke Gazette. .... Many more changes 
are talked of; I do not remember j in my time, to hare 
seen so much at once as an entire new board of treas- 
ury and two new secretaries of state, &c. 

' Here is a new political arch almost built, but of 
materials of so different a nature, and without a key 
stone, that it does not, in my opinion, indicate either 
strength or duration. It will certainly require repairs 
and a key stone next winter, and that key stone must 
be Mr Pitt. It is true he might have been that key 
stone now ; and would have accepted it, but not withr 
out Lord Temple's consent ; and Lord Temple posi- 
tively refused. There w(is evidently some trick in this, 
but what, is past my conjecturing.' But see Lord 
Temple's pamphlet above quoted, for a very different 
account of this affair. 

* August 25th, 1765 — I do not know whether you 
have the Daily Advertiser, and the Public Advertiser, 
in which all the political letters are inserted, and some 
very well written ones on both sides ; but I know, that 
they amuse me for an hour or two every morning. 
Lord Temple is the supposed author of the pamphlet 
you mention ; but I think it above him. Perhaps his 
brother, who is no ways satisfied with the present ar- 
rangement, may have assisted him.' 

It is evident, that Lord Chesterfield had not read the 
pamphlet from which I have above given extracts (and 
which was written, as I have no doubt, by Lord Tem- 
ple"), for he gives a wrong reason for Mr Pitt's not be- 
ing that key stone now. Neither does he justly ap- 
preciate the talents of Lord Temple. 
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I give one more extract from Lord Chesterfield, as cor- 
roborating that part of Lord Temple's pamphlet, which 
speaks of Mr Pitt's not being satisfied with anything^ 
short of being dictator. It is dated August 17th, 1765. 

* You have seen there has been changes at Court 

I believe there must be more, before a ministry is set- 
tled; what those will be, God knows. Were 1 to 
conjecture, I should say the whole will centre in Mr 
Pitt. 

' August 1st, 1766 — The curtain was at last drawn 
up, the day before yesterday, and discovered the new 
actors, together with the old ones. Mr Pitt, who had 
carte blanche given him, named every one of them ; 
but what would you think he named himself for ? Lord 
privy seal, and (what will astonish you as it does every 
mortal here) Earl of Chatham. The joke is here, 
that he had aya// tip s^atV5, and has done himself so 
much hurt, that he will never be able to stand upon 
his legs again. Every body is puzzled how to account 
for this step ; though, it would not be the first time 
that great abilities have been duped by low cunning. 
But be it what it will, he is now certainly only Earl of 
Chatham, and no longer Mr Pitt, in any respect what- 
ever It is a measure so unaccountable, that 

nothing but proof positive could have made me believe 

it ; but true it is Charles Townsend has now 

the sole management of the House of Commons ; but 
how long he will be content to be only Lord Chatham's 
vicegerent there, is a question which I will not pretend 
to decide. There is one very bad sign for Lord Chat- 
liam's new dignity, which is, that all his enemies with- 
out exception rejoice at it; and all his friends are 
3 
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stupified and dumbfounded .... when thid ministry is 
settled, it be the sixth ministry in six years' time.' 

The following extracts from the Notes to Heron's 
valuable edition of Junius, will throw still farther light 
upon the history of the administrations of that period ; 
a knowledge of which is indispensable in this inquiry. 
' In Letter 11th, to the Duke of Grafton, Junius says, 
' The system you seem to have adopted, when Lord 
Chatham unexpectedly left you at the head of affairs, 
gave us no promise,' &c. ; upon which Heron has this 
Note : — * Upon the dismission of the Buckingham ad- 
ministration. Lord Temple, partly, as it should seem, 
for want of penetration and comprehension of mind, 
partly from honesty, and in part from an ungenerous 
personal resentment, refused, as he had formerly done, 
to assist in the formation of a new ministry, unless he 
might be assured, that the king would, on all occa- 
sions, adopt whatever principles of policy he should 
choose to dictate, and would employ those, and only 
those servants, whom he should recommend. Such 
terms, it would not have become the sovereign to com- 
ply 'with. Lord Chatham had a mind incapable of 
dealing so ungenerously with his prince. He formed 
an administration to succeed the party of Lord Rock- 
ingham, in which a nomination of men from all parties 
was attempted, to the exclusion of none but the un- 
wavering adherents of Rockingham and Temple. The. 
Duke of Grafton had been secretary of state under the 
Marquis of Rockingham. He abandoned that admin* 
istration, when he found their fall was near. Attach- 
ing himself to Lord Chatham and appointed first 
lord of the treasury, while Chathain reserved for him* 
self the place of lord privy seal in the new ministry.' 
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It is truly Burpriaing, that a writer so familiar with 
the history of that period, aar the author of the ahoFe 
Note appears to have been, should have formed such 
an estimate of the talents of Lord Temple, as to imag- 
ine, that he refused to assist in forming a new minis- 
try, ' in part for want of penetration and comprehen- 
sion of mind.' The very fact, that he was called upon 
jointly with Lord Chatham for that purpose, if there 
were no other proof of abilities, would of itself strong- 
ly show the opinion entertained of him by those per- 
sons, who had the best opportunities of knowing his 
talents. But Lord Temple, in his pamphlet, as we 
have seen, gives a better reason for his declining to 
act on that occasion. 

On Letter 12th, to the Duke of Grafton, 1769, He- 
ton has this Note ; — 

* The parties of the Duke of Newcastle, and of Pitt 
and Lord Temf^e, were now both in opposition. Lord 
Egremont and the Earl of Granville died ; and the Duke 
of Bedford and his friends were introduced to the minis- 
^y. These ministers became disagreeable to their 
sovereign ; and attempts were made by the Earl of 
Bote, by the sovereign himself, by the Duke of Cum- 
berland, to prevail with Mr Pitt, Lord Temple, and 
JU>i:d Lyttleton, to ifiwrm a new ministry, and to occupy 
its principal places. These attempts were unsuccess- 
jiii^ because the sovereign would not deliver himself 
Y»p into the hands of Mr Pitt and Lord Temple, so un- 
eonditionally as they required.' 

I may remark upon this Note, that Lord Temple's 
pamphlet, to wliich I have referred, sets this matter 
also in its proper light* 
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In Heron's Notes on Letter 15th, addressed to the 
Duke of Grafton, the following remark occurs : 

' At the time these letters were written, Lord Chatham 
Lord Temple, the Marquis of Rockingham, and Mr 
George Grenrille, acted in union.' 

In the text, to which the above is a note, Junius 
says — *The moment this refractory spirit was dis- 
covered, their disgrace was determined. Lord Chat- 
ham, Mr Grenville, and Lord Rockingham have suc- 
cessively had the honor to be dismissed for preferring 
their duty, as servants to the public, to those compli- 
ances :(vhich were expected from their station.' 

And why did not Junius name Lord Temple with 
these other three ? I can imagine no other reason than 
to avoid speaking of himself. 

Again — Junius speaks emphatically of ' the shrewd, 
inflexible judgment of Mr Grenville.' 

Note^by Heron. 'This gentleman was a younger 
brother of Lord Temple and brother-in-law to Lord 

Chatham In parliament he acted with his elder 

brother, aflerwards Earl Temple, with Mr Pitt, and 

Sir George Lyttleton When Mr Pitt and Lord 

Temple retired abruptly from office, Mr Grenville was 
persuaded to co-operate with his brother-in.-law, the 

' Earl of Egremont, under the banners of Lord Bute 

On the resignation of Lord Bute he was raised to the 
place of first lord of the treasury. He was the author 
-of the famous stamp-act, and of the first persecution of 

Mr Wilkes He had been at variance with his 

brother. Lord Temple, ever since that nobleman re- 
tired from office ; but they were now reconciled. He 
continued, ever after, in opposition to the mimsters* 
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.... In 1768, both he and Lord Temple were fully 
^eccmciled to Lotd Chatham.' 

Junius's Letter to Sir Wm. Blackstone 1769 : — 
* Your first reflection is, that Mr Grenville was bf all 
men, the person who should not have complained of 
inconsistence with regard to Mr Wilkes. This, sir, 
is an unmeaning sneer, a, peevish expression of resent- 
inent, or, if it means anything, you plainly beg the 
question ; for whether his conduct has or has not been 
inconsistent with regard to Mr Wilkes remains to be 
proved.' 

Junius's last letter is addressed to Lord Camden, 
and closes the series thus : — 

' Considering the situation and abilities of Lord 
Mansfield, I do not scruple to affirm with the most 
solemn iqppeal to God for my sincerity, that in my 
judgment, he is the very worst and most dangerous 
man in the kingdom. Thus far I have done my duty 
in endeavOTing to bring him to punishment. But 
mine is an inferior, ministerial ofBce, in the Temple 
of justice, I have bound the victim and dragged him 
to the altar.' 

The reasons for this extreme hostility to Lord 
Mansfield will appear hereafter. 

Ip a note to Letter 7, to the Duke of Grafton, Heron 
says — ' The North Briton, the work of John Wilkes, 
assisted by Charles Churchill and Lord Temple, was 
admirably addressed to every popular prejudice and 
passion, and contributed, therefore, in an extraordina^ 
ry degree to inflame both high and low, especially 
about the metropolis, with mingled rage and contempt 
against the government.' 

3* 
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When therefore Lord Temple commenced writing 
the Letters of Junius, he had become already practis- 
ed in that kind of skill, which should operate like 
enchantment, on high and low, on both mobs and 
and lords, on the unlearned and the learned. 

In the Notes on Letter 35th, to the King, Heron re- 
marks — ' It was published on the eve of an occasion 
upon which the Whigs hoped, at last, to force them- 
selves in a body into administration on their own 
terms. The Grenvilles, the Earl of Chatham, the 
Marquis of Rockingham, with their adherents, were 
now united, ' &c. 

Letter 35th. The distance of the Colonies, &c. 

Note by Heron : ' It should seem, as if, in writing 
this paragraph, Junius felt himself at a loss, whether 
to be of the opinion of Mr Grenville, or that of Lord 
Chatham, in respect to the treatment of the Ameri- 
cans.' 

It being Lord Temple who wrote, he was at a loss ; 
the remarks would apply to no other man. 

Letter 39th. ' The cause of the public was under- 
taken and supported by men, whose abilities and unit- 
ed authority, to say nothing of the advantageous 
ground they stood on, might well be thought sufficient 
to determine a popular question in favor of the peo- 
ple.'* Junius, 

Letter 52d. Note by Heron : — 'Mr Wilkes was ap- 
pointed to the chief command of a regiment The 
Grenvilles were his friends. Lord Temple, his 

* Note by Heron — * Lord Chatham^ Lord Camden, Lord Tem- 
ple, Mr Beckford, Mr Dowdeswell.' Similar remarks as in the 
pamphlet, dec. 
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neighbor in the country; and during the ministry of 
Pitt and Temple, Wilkes was an adherent, and even 
a favorite of the ministers. When Pitt and Lord 
Temple retired from official employment, Wilkes was 
led to adopt, • with warmth, the resentments of his 
friend Temple.' 

Letter 52d. Note by Heron : — * The papers of the 
North Briton were written with purity and liveliness 
of style, with great violence of satire, with a know- 
ledge of the most secret anecdotes of the time, with a 
perfect adaptation of their spirit to the tone of vulgar 
prejudice, sometimes with genuine strokes of serious 
eloquence, never without considerable depth and Ibrce 
of argument. Their success both in irritating the 
ministry, and gratifying the opposition, was truly 
astonishing.' 

And Lord Temple largely contributed to that publi- 
cation ; yet the man who penned the note above, did 
not suspect him of being the author of Junius ! 

Letter 52d. Heron's note. — * The outcry on account 
of the persecution of Wilkes, contributed to unsettle 
the administration in which George Grenville was con- 
nected with the Duke of Bedford. The promise of a 
reversal of the proceedings against him by the leaders 
of the opposition, if they should come into office, was 
a lure for popularity, held out to the nation. Perhaps 
Earl Temple — and if so, he alone .... was sincere. 
But they were all taken at their word, and the strength 
of opposition was greatly increased by the friends of 
Wilkes.' 

Who writes the notes to this edition of Junius? 
Lord Temple is always best spoken of. 
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Letter 55th. — * Lord Lyttleton's integrity and judg< 
ment are unquestionaUe — yet he is known to admire 
that canning Scotchman, and verily believes kirn an 
honest man.' Jumus, ^ 

Note by Heron — 'Lord Geo. Lyttleton — The 
author of the Essay on the c<Hiversion of -St Paol — 
the orator, poet, and statesman. He was truly a good 
man, and a man of talents. His approbation was, 
therefore, a noble testimony in favor of Lwd Mans- 
field.' 

And I add, thiEit this Lord Lyttleton is the sune, 
whom Lord Temple proposed to Mr Pitt, to join 
them in the administration, of the fulare of which. 
Lord Temple so loudly complains in the pamphlet 
against^Mr Pitt. 

Letter 55th. As for the common sordid views, &c. 
* This praise of Lord Chatham, is manly and noble ; 
it is at the same time, artful, Junius praises Lord Chat* 
ham's talents and exertions ; avoids speaking of his 
disinterestedness, or selfish ambition; shews that he him- 
self was not that nobleman's creature. ' 

Lord Tem]^ has given sufficient evidence of that 
Is this writer blind, that he did not see it? 

I could go on multiplying the proofe to be found in 
support of my opinion ; but I fear I must already have 
fatigued you. What I now send you has been hastily 
put together, amidst continual interruptions of business, 
in the course of two or three days ; which must be my 
apology for the disconnected form in which they appear^ 
But I have sent you a key, that will unlock the casket ; 
t am sure the jewel is there. 

I am, sir, Sic. 
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LETTER IV. 

Sib, 

In connexion with the pamphlet of 1766, which, 
for the sake of brevity, I shall call Lord Temple's, I 
beg leave to ask your attention to a letter written by 
Junius, under one of his other signatures, Poplicola^ 
shortly after the publication of that pamphlet. The 
pamphlet, it will be recollected, appeared about the 
month of August 1766 ; and the letter, to which I now 
refer, is dated April 28, 1767, being the first of the 
miscellaneous letters published by Mr. 6. Woodfall, 
and the first of Junius's known publications subsequent 
to the pamphlet, and subsequent to the open and vio- 
lent rupture between Lord Temple and Lord Chatham, 
already mentioned. The perfect correspondence be> 
tween the pamphlet and this letter, in the genial Uain 
of reflections, the strong feeling, and even the style of 
expression, plainly indicate them to have proceeded 
from one source ; and we may justly apply to this, as 
well as other letters, his own remark — * When he hon- 
ors them [the objects of his attacks] with his notice, it 
is not a momentary blast. He gathers like a tempest, 
and all the fury of the elements burst upon them at 
once.' The letter is as follows : 

* FOR THE PUBLIC ADVERTISER. 

28M April, 1767. 

* The bravest and freest nations have sometimes sub- 
mitted to a temporary surrender of their liberties, in 
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OTder to establish them fi>reTer. At a crisis of puUio 
calamity or danger, the prudence of the state j>laced a 
confidence in the virtue of some distinguished citizen, 
and gaye him power sufficient to preserve or to oppress 
his country. Such was the Roman dictator, and while 
his office was confined to a short period, and only ap- 
plied as a remedy to the disasters of an ansuccessfiil 
war, it was usually attended with the most important 
advantages, and left no dangerous precedent behind. 
The dictator, finding employment for all his activity in 
repulsing a foreign invasion, had but little time to conr 
irive the ruin of his own countoy, and his ambitiott 
was nobly satisfied by the honor of a triumph and the 
applause of his fellow citizens. Bnt as soon as this 
wise institution was corrupted, when that unlimited 
trust of power, which should have been reserved fitf 
conjunctures of more than ordinary difficulty and ha:> 
aml, was without necessity committed to one man's un«> 
oertain moderation, what consequence could be expected, 
kut that the people should pay the dearest price for 
their simplicity, nor ever resume those rights, which 
they could vainly imagine were more secure in the 
hands of a single man, than where the laws and consti- 
tution had {daced them. 

' Without any uncommon depravity of mind, a man 
80 trusted might lose all ideas of public principle or 
gratitude, and not unreasonaUy exert himself to perpet* 
uate a power, which he saw his fellow citizens weak 
and abject enough to surrender to him. But if, instead 
of a man of common mixed character, whose vices 
might be redeemed by some appearance of virtue and 
generotsity, it should have unfortunately happened, that 



AUTttOltStllP OF JUNIUS. 85 

ft nation had j^aced all their confidence in a man pure" 
)y and perfectly bad, if a great and good prince, by 
0Ome fatal delusion, had made choice of such a man 
ibr his first minister, and had delegated all his authori- 
ty to him, what security would that nation have for its 
fi^edom, or that prince for his crown ? The history of 
every nation, that once had a claim to liberty, will tell 
us what would be the progress of such a traitor, and 
what the probable event of his crimes.* 

'Let us suppose him arrived at that moment, at which 
he might see himself within reach of the great object, 
to which all the artifices, the intrigues, the hypocrisy 
and the impudence of his past life were directed. On 
the point of having the whole power of the crown com- 
mitted to him ^ what would be his conduct? an affectation 
of prostrate humility in the closet, but a lordly dicta- 
tion of terms to the people, by whose interest he had 
been supported, by whose fortunes he had subsisted. 
Has he a brother T that brother must be sacrificed.t 

* * This^Bevere invective is aimed against the late Lord Cha^ 
ham, fonnerly the Rt. Hon! Wm. Pitt. The reader, by a pe- 
rusal of the preceding letters, is already acquainted with the 
utter aversion which Junius at first felt for this nobleman, on 
various political accounts, and especially on the subject of 
tiie American dispute. His aversion, however, softened as thpir 
political views approximated, and was at length converted into 
i4»probation and eulogy.' [His aversion however did not 
soften till Mr Pitt withdrew from a weak administration in 
disgust, and joined his brothers, Lord Temple and Mr Gren- 
TiUe. N. ] JfoU to G, Woodf. ed. vol. 2, p. 453, JymAm ed. 

* t Lord Temple, brother-in-law to Lord Chatham. They re- 
signed their respective offices, the former, of privy seal, and 
the latter, as principal secretary of state, in Oct. 1761. Lord 
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Has he a raiicorous enemy ? that enemy must be pro* 
moted.* Have years of his life been spent in declaiming 
against the pernicious influence of a favorite 1 that fa- 
vorite must be taken to his bosom, and made the only 
partner of his power, t But it is in the natural coarse 
of things that a despotic power, which of itself violates 
every principle of ^ free constitution, should be acquir- 
ed by means, which equally violate every principle of 
honor and morality. The oflice of a grand vizier is 
inconsistent with a limited monarchy, and never can 
subsist. long but by its destruction. The same meas- 
ures, by which an abandoned profligate is advanced to 
power, must be observed to maintain him in it. The 
principal nobility, who might disdain to submit to the 
upstart insolence of a dictator, must be removed from 
every post of honor and authority ; all public employ- 
ments must be filled with a despicable set of creatures, 
who, having neither experience nor capacity, nor any 
weight or respect in their own persons, will necessari- 
ly derive all their little busy importance from him. 
As the absolute destruction of the constitution of his 
country would be his great object, to be consistent 
with that design he must exert himself to weaken and 
impoverish every rank and order of the community, 
which by the nature of their property, and the degree 

Temple was succeeded by the Duke of Bedford ; and up- 
on Lord Chatham's forming his administration jn 1766, he toek 
the post of privy seal himself. Lord Temple did not take 
part in any ministry arranged subsequent to his resignation of 
that office, and died Sept. 11, 1779.' Woodf. ed. 

* * The Duke of Bedford.' Woodf. ed. 

* t Lord Bute.' Woodf, ed. 
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of their wealth, might have a particiilar interest in the 
support of the established government, as well as pow« 
er to oppose any treacherous attempts against it. The 
landed estate must be oppressed; the rights of the 
merchant must be arbitrarily invaded, and his property 
forced from him by main force, without even the form 
of a legal proceeding. It will assist him much, if he 
can contribute to the destruction of the poor, by con- 
tinuing the most burthensome taxes upon the main^ 
articles of their subsistence. He must also take 
advantage of any favorable conjuncture to try how far 
the nation will bear to see the established laws suspend- 
ed by proclamation ; and, upon such occasions, he must 
not be without an apostate lawyer, weak enough to 
sacrifice his own character, and base enough to betray 
the laws of his country.* 

' These are but a few of the pernicious practices by 
which a traitor may be known, by which a free people 
may be enslaved. But the masterpiece of his treache- 
ry, and the surest of answering all his purposes, would 
be, if possible, to foment such discord between the 
mother country and her colonies, as may leave them 
both an easier prey to his own dark machinations. 
With this patriotic view, he will be ready to declare 
himself the patron of sedition and a zealous advocate 
for rebellion. His doctrines will correspond with the 
proceedings of the people he protects ; and if by his 
assistance they can obtain a victory over the supreme 
legislature of the empire, he will consider that victory 

* ' The character alluded to is Earl Cambden, at that tima 
Xjord Chancellor.* Woodf, ed, 
4 
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t8 an important titep towards tiie adranc^nent of hit 
main design. * 

* Such, sir, in any free state, wonld probably be the 
conduct and character of a man unnecessarily trusted 
with exorbitant power. He must either succeed in es- 
tablishing a tyranny or perish. I cannot without hoi- 
ror suppose it possible that this our natire country 
should ever be at the mercy of so black a villain. But 
if the case should happen hereafter, I hope the Brit* 
ish people will not be abandoned by Providence, as not 
to open their eyes time enough to save thems^ves from 
destruction ; and though we have no Tarpeian rock 
for the immediate punishment of treason, yet we have 
impeachment, and a gibbet is not too honoraUe a situ- 
ation for the carcase of a traitor J 

I shall make some further remarks on this letter 
hereafter. I am, &,c. 

* Lord Chathttm, then Bfr Pitt, oppowd Mr George GrenviUe'g 
[brother to Lord Temple] stamp act, and denied the right of the 
parliament of Great Britain to legislate for America.' Woodr 
JaXCs edUion. 
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LETTER V. 

ISm, 

I have given you, at large, the first of Janius's 
Mscenanems Letters, as corresponding most remark- 
ably in its spirit and train of thought, with Lord 
temple's pamphlet. I may add, that the second and 
third of those letters^ are also of the same stamp, par- 
'ticularly in relation to Lord Chatham — who, as well 
as his ministry, was assailed with the most unsparing 
severity until the period when the reconciliation took 
place between him and Lord Temple, which was in 
the autumn of the year 1768, I must content my- 
self with referring, for proof of this, to the MisctUane" 
€us Letters from April 28, 1767, down to the 19th of 
October, 1768 ; three days previous to which last. Lord 
Chatham had resigned his post of privy seal.* In that 
letter, under the signature of Atticus^ after animad- 
verting upon the other ministers, he says — * The Earl 
of Chatham — I had much to say, but it were inhu- 
man to persecute, when Providence has marked out 
the 'example to mankind!' Lord Chatham was at 
this time, says Woodfall, so severely tortured and 
worn away by the gout that it was supposed he would 
never be able to resume an active part in politics. 
But shortly after this, November 14th, his tone is 
much moderated towards Lord Chatham, who from 
^is period gradually becomes the subject of his prais- 
es — * he grows upon his esteem ' -— ' ftom that 
moment I began to like him,' &c. 

* WoodfiJl*B Juniiw, vol. 3, p. 175. 
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The letter next in date to this, is a very friendly <Mie 
of December 15, 1768, addressed to the Right H<m. 
Greorge Grenville, his brother ; and next to that, in 
ixdeif is the first of the regular series under the sign^ 
ture of Junius, dated January 21, 1769 ; to which is sub- 
joined ^e note which I have before quoted — ' Yet Ju- 
nius has been called the partisan of Lord Chatham I ' — 
a remark which must have been called forth by his ad- 
versaries ' noticing the recent change of his tone towards 
that noble Lord. From this time through the whole 
period of fymus*s Letters, Lord Temple, Mr Greaville 
and Lord Chatham, remained on friendly terms. 

Mr Almon says : — ' Lord Chatham had unceasing- 
ly lamented his difference with Lord Temple, from the 
time it happened ; and being now [1766], emancipated 
from the connexions of office, and even from the 
suspicion of a connexion with the court, he sought the 
friendship of his brother with anxiety and sincerity. 
On this occasion he made Mr Calcraft his confidant 
He confessed to him tliat almost every body else had 
betrayed him — his brother, he said, had indeed abused 
him ; but it was in the warmth of his temper and the 
openness of his nature, which was superior to aU hy- 
pocrisy, or concealment of disapprobation. Mr Calo 
craft approved himself a cordial and assiduous mediator. 
He accomplished their reconciliation; they had no 
more differences afterwards ; and they were, if possible, 
more affectionately united than ever they had been. 
Mr Grenville perfectly acceded to the union.' * The 
same writer, in another part of his work, observes : — 
' These two great men united made a host against the 

* Almon'i Anecdotes, vol. 2, p. 74. 
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' world ; bat, when separated, they became the instru- 
m^oits of two factions, both of them without intending 
it, and for some time without perceiving it ; Lord Chat- 
ham of the court. And Lord Temple of the o^^position.^* 

The character here given of Lord Temple's talents, 
is widely different, as you perceive, from that which I 
formerly quoted from Lord Chesterfield and which I 
never could consider to be a just one. In connexion 
with this opinion of Mr Almon, I may add an extract 
ftom one of Mr Wilkes's letters, to the same point : — 
* hard Chatham declared in parliament the strongest 
attachment to Lord Temple, one of the greatest char- 
ficters our country could ever boast, and said he would 

Uve and die trnth his noble brother He saw 

early the hostile intentions .of Spain, and if the 
written advice had been followed, a very few weeks 
had probably closed the last general war ; although the 
merit of that advice was more the merit of his noble 
brother [Lord Temple], than his own.' t 

While I am upon this part of the subject, as I have, 
from Lord Temple's Pamphlet, given his account of the 
rupture with Mr Pitt, which followed their joint resig- 
nation, it is proper also to insert here Mr Pitt's letter, 
which was written in justification of himself for hav- 
ing so soon after that resignation, taken a course, 
which, assuredly. Lord Temple had no reason to expect 
under such circumstances. The letter in question was 
addressed by Mr Pitt to a friend in the city, and is as 
follows : 

^Anecdotes vol. 2, p. 31. 

f Woodfall's Junius, Miscell. Lett. vol. 2, p. 457, note to 
jLett. 2. 

4* 
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^Dear Sir — Finding to my great surprise that tbe 
cause and manner of my resigning the seals, is grosdy 
misrepresented in the city, as well as the most gracious 
and spontaneous marks of his majesty's approbation of 
my services, which marks followed my resignation, 
have been infamously traduced as a bargain for my 
forsaking the public, I am under a necessity of declar- 
ing the truth of both these facts, in a manner which I 
am sure no gentleman will contradict. A difference d 
opinion with regard to measures to be taken against 
Spain, of the highest importance to the honor of the 
crown, and to the most essential national interests, 
and this founded on what Spain had already done, 
not on what that court may further intend to do, 
was the cause of my resigning the seals. Lord Tem- 
ple and I submitted in writing, and signed by us, 
our most humble sentiments to his majesty, which being 
overruled by the united opinion of all the rest of the 
king's servants, I resigned the seals on the 5th of this 
month, in order not to remain responsible for measures 
which I was no longer allowed to guide. Most public 
marks of his majesty's approbation of my services 
followed my resignation ; they are unmerited and ui^ 
solicited, and I shall ever be proud to have received 
them from the best of sovereigns. 

* I will now only add, my dear sir, ' that I have ex- 
plained these matters only for the honor of truth, not in 
any view to court return of confidence from any man, 
who, with a credulity as weak as it is injurious, haa 
thought fit hastily to withdraw his good opinion from 
one who has served his country with fidelity and sao* 
cess, and who justly reveres the upright and candid 



AUTHORSHIP or JOlflVS. 48 

jodgment of it ; little solicitous about the censures of 
the capricious and the ungenerous. Accept my sin- 
cerest acknowledgments for all your kind firiendship, and 
believe me ever, with truth and esteem, my dear sir, 
your faithful friend. W. Pitt/ 

' Oct, 14, 1765.' 

On this letter I would only ask — Could Lord Tent' 
pie have thought it for ' the honor of tmthy that Mr 
Pitt should concert measures jointly with him and 
withdraw from the ministry, and then immediately 
accept the most public marks of court favor, to the 
exclusion, or rather, I might say, the desertion of Lord 
Temple 1 In corroboration of Lord Temple's testimo- 
ny against Mr Pitt, I now give an extract of a letter 
from Mr Wilkes to the Duke of Grafton, then the friend 
of Wilkes ; it is dated at Paris : — 

' I believe the flinty heart of Lord Chatham has 
known the sweets of private friendship, and the fine 
feelings of humanity, as little as even Lord Mansfield. 
They are Jx»th formed to be admired not beloved. A 
proud, insolent, over-bearing, ambitious man is always 
full of the ideas of his own importance, and vainly imag- 
ines himself superior to the equality necessary among 
real friends, in all the moments of true enjoyment 
Friendship is too pure a pleasure for a mind cankered 

with ambition or the lust of power and grandeur 

Lord Chatham declared in parliament the strongest 
attachment to Lord Temple, one of the greatest char- 
acters our country could ever boast, and said he would 
live and die with his noble brother. He has received 
obligations of the first magnitude from that noble broth- 
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er, yet what trace of gratitude or of frieDdship was et er 
Ibund in any part of his conduct, and has he not now 
declared the most open variance, and even hostility 1 ' 

Compare with this the passages inserted in my sec- 
ond letter (page 12, d&c), from Lord Temple's pamphlet 

This transaction is particularly alluded to in letter 
3d by Junius in his Miscellaneous Letters, where he 
thus speaks of Lord Bute : ' It is worth while to con- 
sider, though perhaps not safe to point out, by what 
arts it hath been possible fer him to maintain himself 
so long in power, and to screen himself from national 
justice. Some of them have been obvious enough; 
the rest may without difficulty be guessed at. But wha;!- 
ever they are, it is not a twelve-month ago, since they 
might have all been defeated, and the vemHUous qpider 
itself caught and trampled on in its own webs. It was 
then his good fortune to corrupt one man, from whom 
we least of all expected so base an apostacy.* Who 
indeed could have suspected, that it should ever con- 
sist with the spirit or understanding of that person, to 
accept of a share of power under a pernicious court 
minion, whom he himself had affected to detest and 
despise, as much as he knew he was detested and 
despised by the whole nation ? I will not censure him 
for the avarice of a pension, nor the melancholy am- 
bition of a title. These were objects which he 
perhaps looked up to, though the rest of the world 
thought them far beneath his acceptance. But, to 
become the stalking horse of a stallion, to shake hands 
with a Scotchman at the hazard of catching all his 

* The Earl of Chatham. 
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infamy ; to fight under his auspices against the con* 
Btitution ; and to receive the word from him, preroga- 
tive and a thistle ; (hy the once respected name of 
Pitt!) it is even helow contempt/ * 

The above letter is dated 24th June, 1767, a little 
short of a twehe-montk after Lord Temple and Mr Pitt's 
meeting for the purpose of forming an administration ; 
when, disagreeing in their views, the interview was 
broken off by Lord Temple as already stated. The 
Ihike of Grafton obtained the appointment of first 
Lord of the Treasury, which Lord Temple (as Junius 
observes), reftised, with ' disdain.' Before Junius com* 
menced his Letters, Mr Pitt withdrew from the admin- 
istration, as Junius says, in disgust ; and he and Lord 
Temple became friends. I am, d&c. 



LETTER VI. 

Sir, 

Having in my former letters given little more than 
a general outline of the subject, I shall now ask your 
attention, more in detail, to the principal points of in- 
quiry, which must be understood, if we would arrive at 
any satisfactory conclusion in this investigation. Among 
these principal topics, the strong partiality of Junius for 
Jfr George GrenviUe and his political measures, is one of 
the most conspicuous ; as will be abundantly evident by 

* WoodfUl'fl JonittSy vol. 2, p. 466. 
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the IbUowing extracts from his letters at varioos periods, 
both before and after he wrote under his favorite name 
of Junius. 

In his letter of July 30, 1766, which briefly discusses 
the controversy with the American Colonies, he ar- 
rai^s the ministry in his usual tone, for their pusillan* 
imity in not adopting measures of coercion towards the 
Americans, and in concealing from the public the real 
state of affairs in America, as well as justifying the 
Americans in their measures of resistance to the mother- 
eonntry. ' Even after the combination of Boston,' be 
remaiits, ' they would not suffer parliament to be in- 
formed of the real state of things in that province. They 
endeavored to conceal the most atrocious circum- 
stances ; and what they could not conceal they justified 

and when a paper, printed at Boston, was offered 

to the House, as containing matter of the highest im- 
portance for the information of parliament, the ministry 
would not suffer it to be read, because they knew it 
would be too bad to be passed over.' He then declares 
their motives for this conduct to be, ' such as weak and 
interested men usually act upon .... that they were 
determined to hazard even the ruin of their country, 
rather than furnish the man, tohom they feared and 
hated [Mr Grenville], with the melancholy triumph of 
having truly foretold the consequences of their own 
misconduct. . . . They dreaded the acknowledgmeni 
of his superiority over them, and the loss of their owq 
authority and credit more, than the rebellion of near 

half the empire against the supreme legislature 

we are at this moment on the brink of a dreadful precis 
pice ; the question is whether we shall still submit to be 
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guided by the hand which hatib drireii us to it, or 
whether we shall foUaw thepalrioi wnce [Mr Grenvilie], 
which has not ceased to warn us of our dangers,' &>c. ♦ 

With the sasie fedings oir the 15di Deceiiiber of that 
year, he addressed a complimentary and dignified, but 
not fulsome letter, directly to Mr Grenvilie himself; t 
and, in July following, he again adverts to ' the shrewd, 
inflexible judgment of Mr Grenvilie.' f 

So strongly marked is this attachment to Mr Grenvilie 
throughout, that the learned editor of Woodfall's edition 
ef Junius with justice concludes — that 'of all the 
political characters of the day, Mr Grenvilie appears to 
have been our author's favorite ; no man was more 
open to censure in many parts of his ccMiduct, but he 
is never censured; while on the contrary he is extolled 
wherever an opportunity offers.' § And in another^ 
place, the same editor says — ' the warm attachment of 
Junius to every part of the conduct of this distinguish- 
ed statesman may perhaps be conceived to import 
something more than a mere political concurrence of 
sentiment and to indicate an ardent personal friend- 
ship.' II 

Upon the supposition that Lord Temple was the 
author of Junius, this is fully accounted for. There 
was, as the letters indicate, * something more than a 
mere political concurrence of sentiment ' — there was, 
besides the ties of blood, ' an ardent personal fi-iend- 

* Miscellaneoua Letters, S9; Woodfairs Junius, vol. 3, pp. 
76-79. 
t Miscellaneous Letters, 53. t Junius' Letters, 15. 
§ Woodfairs Junius, Prelim. Essay, p. 81, note, 
n Wood^l's Jonitis ; Miseellaneoiu Letters, 53, note. 
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ship,' which, with the very slight interraptioii zhemif 
alluded to, continued through life. 

This warm attachment occanonallj manifests itself 
both in direct, though tempered commendation of Mr 
Orenville, and in strong reprobaticm of those who were 
considered as the enemies of that gentleman, or had 
deserted, or been wanting in gratitude to him. Thus, 
in his 44th letter, dated April 22, 1771, in speakii^ 
of a distinguished character of the day, Mr Wedder- 
burne, whose severe but unjustifiable attack on Dr 
Franklin is familiar to every reader, Junius says — 
* To write hr profit without taxing the press — to write 
for fame and to be unknown — to support the intrigues 
of faction and to be disowned as a dangerous auxiliary 
by every party in a kingdom, are contradictions which 
the minister must reconcile before I forfeit my credit 
with the public. I may quit the service, but it woilld 
be absurd to suspect me of desertion. The reputation 
of these papers is an honorable pledge for my attach- 
ment to the people. To sacrifice a respected character 
and to renounce the esteem of sodety, requires more than 
Mr Wedderburne's resolution ; and, though in him it 
was rather a profession than a desertion of his princi- 
ples (I speak tenderly of this gentleman, for when 
treachery is in question, I think we should make allow- 
ances for a Scotchman), yet we have seen him in the 
House of Commons, overwhelmed with con fusion , and 
almost bereft of his faculties.' On which the editor of 
WoodfalFs Edition has this note : * Mr Wedderbume, 
progressively Baron Loughborough and Earl of Ross- 
lyn, had on the 12th of Jan. preceding the date of this 
letter, been promoted to the offices of Solicitor General 
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ta^d Cofierer to tlw queen. His politics may, there- 
fore, be ascertained without trouble; yet he had been 
inducted into public life, under the amspices of George 
Grenmlkf after the latter had professed the prindpks 
iff vfkiggism, and while he was a partisan of Lord 
Rockingham ; and it is to this defection firom the tei^ 
ets Mr Wedd^bume avowed till this period, that our 
author here alludes.' 

The editor of Heron's Junius also observes on this 
letter — that Mr Wedderburne * had taken a very active 
and zealous part against administration in the case of 
the JtRddiesex election. But George GrrenviUe died on 
the 13th of November, 1770. His death proved fortu- 
nate to administration ; for it produced a defection of 
his principal adherents fiiom the party of opposition, 
and thus broke its strength. Among the deserters upon 
this occasion, to the ministry,^were the Earl of Suffolk, 
who obtained the appointment of Lord Privy Seal, and 
Jfi* Wedderburne^' &c. 

The writers of the above notes were not in posses* 
flkm of the whole reason for Junius's severity towards 
tliose who were not of the whig party. For LontTen^ 
pie had succeeded in bringing into his views, at this 
tune, the great Lord Chatham, ' in whose imposing so- 
{Mriority of ability Lord Bute found no dependence of 
security ; ' and he had, also, the, adhesion of 'the shrewd, 
inflexible judgment of Mr Grenville.' If with sack as 
tbeee he succeeded, witheot being known to them as 
the anther of Junius^ we may not be surprised at the 
lecrible vengeance, with . which he visits the former 
satellites of those primaries, which had ceased to be suffi- 
5 
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ciently attraetiTe to keep them revolTing in what Juntiw 
considered to be their jNioper sphere 
. The political sentiments of Junius have been already 
mentioned, in general terms ; but to those persons, who 
have not a fresh recollection of his opinions, it may be 
proper to state them more in detail. From such a state- 
ment it will s^pear, that they w^e precisely those of 
Lord Temple. 

An able writer in the Edinburgh Review justly ob- 
serres — ' a simple test ascertains the political connex- 
ion of Junius — the cmly circumstance which he could 
not disguise, because it could not be concealed without 
defeating his general purpose. He supported the cause 
of authority against America — with Mr Grenville, who 
passed the Stamp Act. He maintained the highest 
pc^ular principles oa the Middlesex election — with the 
same statesman, who was the lead^ of opplosition on 
that question. No other party in the kingdom but the 
OrenviUes combined those two q^kinions ; and it is very 
nnlikely, that a private writer, unpledged and uncon- 
nected, should have spontaneously embraced political 
doctrines, which, though ingenuity might reconc^e 
them in reasoning, were, in the disputes c^ that period, 

the opposite extremes.' He adds, that whoever 

revives the inquiry, therefore, should show his daimnnt 
' to be politically attached to the OrenviUe,partp, which 
Junius certainly was.' * 

After the historical facts before stated, it is unneces- 
sary to remark, that Lord Temple comes precisely within 
the conditions laid down by this reviewer ; and in 

* Edinburgh Review, vol. 44, pafe 5. 
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pect to one of the great poKtical questions above alluded 
to — the treatment of the Americans — I beg leave t6 
refer you to a note in Heron's Junius, on the celebrated 
letter to the king. Junius says — * The' distance of the 
colonies would make it impossible ibr them to take an 
active concern in your affairs, if they were as well- 
affected to your government, as they once pretended to 
be to your person,' d&c. On the paragraph from which 
this passage is taken, Heron has the following note : ' it 
should seem, as if, in writing this paragraph, Junius 
felt himself at a loss, whether to be of the opinion of 
Mr Grenville, or that of Lord Chatham, in respect to 
the treatment of the Americans. He avoids the decla- 
ration of his sentiments ; but seems, from his compari- 
son of the Americans to the Scottish Presbyterians, to 
have inclined to the creed of George Grenville.' * 

On this note I would remark — that Junius w(is at a 
loss, as the writer supposes ; and this could have been 
^the case with no other person than Lord Temple. This 
letter to the king is dated Dec. 19, 1769 ; in 1768, 
Lord Chatham resigned the seals, and afterwards was 
reconciled to Lord Temple. In November fellowing, 
Lord Chatham did not attend during the session com- 
mencing as above. The next session opened the 9th 
of January, three weeks after the Letter to the King, 
when Lord Chatham made his appearance for the first 
time after his reconciliation with his brother. Lord 
Temple. 

But it will be said, l^ way of answer to the innu- 
merable well-estaUished historical facts and circam- 

* Heron's Junius, vol. ii, page 59, note. 
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slances wliioh rapport hxd Temple's aathonhipy tint 
Joniiis huBself lias declared in hb letter to Sir Wm. 
Uackstone — ' It is not my design to eater into a fin^ 
mal vindicatioii of Mr (irenville^ upon his own prinoi> 
pies. I have neither the honor of heing personally 
known to him, nw do I pretend to be completely ma9- 
ter of all the facts.' Up(« this the editor of Woodt 
fall's Junius says — 'this, as already observed in the 
preliminary essay, is a truly singular assertion when 
taken in connexion with the fact, that Mr Grreav^, 
of all the political characters of the day, t^pears to 
have been our author's favorite. He voluntarily omits 
every opportunity of censuring him, and readify e» 
braces every occasion €i defending and extolling his 
conduct and jninciples.' * 

Now it is to be observed, in the first place, that this 
declaration, of a party deeply interested, stands the soli- 
tary instance of any dorcumstance, which is at aH io 
conflict with the supposition d Lord Temfde's author* 
ship ; and, in the next place, to enti^ this declaralion 
to weight against all contrary evidence in the case, it 
must be assumed, that Junius never made any state- 
ment inconsistent with the existing circumstances of 
^the moment But this would be assuming too much, 
and what we know was not the fact Like other wri* 
ters desirous of concealment, he sometimes ibund him- 
self under the necessity of resorting to expedients 
inconsistent with the general tenor of his language and 
conduct We have it under Junius's own hand, that 
on one occasion he did request Mr Woodfall to dis- 

* Lettar 18, vol. i, psg« 033, WoodftU's Edition. 
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avow, in cautious or equirocating language, a letter 
which was actually written by him and published under 
his proper signature. He says to Mr Woodfall — ^ the 
last letter you printed was idle and imprqier, and, I 
assure you, printed against my own opinion. The 
truth is, there are people about me, whom I would wish 
not to contradict, and who had rather see Junius in the 
papers ever so improperly, than not at all. I wish it 
could be recalled. Suppose you were to say — we have 
same reason to suspect that the last Utter signed Junius 
in this paper was not written by the real Junius, though 
the qhservation escaped us at the time ; or, if you can 
hit off anything yourself more plausible, you will much 
oblige me, but without a positive assertion.' * 

If, therefore, we are to understand his declaration, 
that he had not * the honor of being personally known 
to Mr Grenville ' — as applied to himself in his in- 
dividual character, it must be considered as one of those 
feints or stratagems, to which anonymous writers are 
often obliged to resort in order to avoid discovery. In 
the case of Junius, that necessity was more urgent than 
in anjT'lnstance of the kind ; the Udness of his attacks 
upon various individuals had .actuary placed his person- 
al safety in great hazard. In one of his letters, he says 
10 Woodfall — ' I must be more cautious than ever. I 
am sure I should not survive a discovery three days.' f 
And in another, he says to Sir William Draper, who 
had challenged him to fight him — * As to me, it is by 
no means necessary, that I should be exposed to the 

* Junins's Private Letters to Woodfiill, Letter 9. 
t Ibid, Letter 41. 
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jreeetttment of the wont «ad the most poweriol men in 
this coiiatiy, though I may be indiffiirent about yours. 
ThoQgh f0u wouhl figbt^ there are others who would 
assassinate/* 

But this declaration of Junius is not necessarily to 
be understood as applied to the author, personally ; he 
is speaking throughout, as a friend has suggested, in 
his assumed character of Junius ; and, as such, his 
declaration was, no doubt, strictly true. This explana- 
tion is supported by an anecdote in the Wa^^oUcma, 
which I here transcribe. Walpole says — * I was in* 
fiirmed by Sir John Irwine, that one day when he was 
at Mr Grenville's, Mr 6. told Sir John, that he had that 
morning receired a letter from Junius, saying, that 
he esteemed Mr GrenviUe, and might soon make him- 
self known to him.' 

Equally gpieat difficulties lie in the way of those, who 
have supposed many other persons to have been the 
writers of Junius. As, for instance, those who have 
believed with Dr Parr, that Charles Lloyd, Secretary of 
Mr GrenviUe, was the author, have to encounter the ex* 
press declaration of Junius, that he was the ' sole«4qK>8i* 
tory ' of his secret, and that it should perish with him. 
The same difficulty exists in the argument of those, who 
assume that Junius employed Sir Philip Francis, or any 
other penon, as his amanuensis ; fotr, if he did, he was 
equally guiky of falsifying, as in his declaration respect 
ing Mr GrenviUe. AU these different opiniona may be 
seen in the learned Mr Berker'a copious work ; as, at 
pages 29, 44, 110, 278, d&c 

* Joniiis, Letter 25. 
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One of the wnters quoted in Mr Barkis -work, 
hn^j considers the question, how far such declarations 
of Junius are to be considered as ' innocent and allowa- 
ble ;' and Mr B. himself, in a note, adopts the q>inion that 
such acts do not ' merit the name of moral turpitude ; ' 
for which he gives us the authority of Paley, Burlamar 
q^, and other civilians. The venerable and learned 
Ih Parr also, without giving a direct opinion, seems to 
think them in some degree justifiable. He says — ' Do 
not suppose, that I have forgotten the fact upon which, 
you lay great stress. I have little or no hesitation in 
si^iposing, that, under all the cir^unstances of the 
case, and fix»n motives of personal regard to George 
Grenville himself, his firiend and his secretary wocdd 
venture upcw falsehood, and Woodfidl, knowing the im- 
portance of such disavowal, would record, although he 
disbelieved it Woodfall s^ted a fact, and left his 
readers to their own oonclusion, and it was the wish, 
if not the dutyy of Woodfall, to keep us in the dark.' * 

Upon the explanation above given, however, of the 
true meaning of Junius' declaration respecting Mr 
Grenville, it is^ unnecessary to settle this question of 
morals, even if it had any bearing on the point in \ dis- 
pute. Junioa himself was fully aware of the difficult 
position of ' a man who honestly engages in a imblic 
cause ' — ' ' honor and honesty must not be renounced, 
although a thousand podes of right and wrong were 
to occupy the d^ees of morality between Zeno and 
E^ici^rus.' I am> &c. 

* Barker's Letters, page 246. 
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LETTER VII. 

Sir, 

The question considered in my last letter naturally 
directs oor attention to Mr George Grenville ; of whose 
history, with a view to the present inquiry, it wili 
be necessary to ha^e more minute informaticm than 
is generally to be found in those works, which give us 
an account of his public conduct. I beg leave to gire 
you, in a very condensed form, such . particulars as I 
have been able to collect on this head, and as will be of 
use in the present case. 

Mr George Grenville studied law, and was called to 
the bar ; but, under the patronage of his mother's broth- 
er, the Lord Cobham celebrated by Pope, introduced 
into the House of Commonsi In parliament he acted 
with his elder brother (afterwards Lord Temple), with 
Mr Pitt, and Sir George Lyttleton. When Mr Pitt and 
Lord Temple retired abruptly from oflSce in 1761, Mr 
Grenville was detained and persuaded to co-operate 
with his brother-in-law the Earl of Egremont, under the 
banners of Lord Bute. He became one of the Secre- 
taries of State in 1762 ; in 1763, first Lord of the Treas- 
ury. He was considered the author of the American 
Stamp Act, and of the first persecution'of Mr Wilkes.* 
He first attached himself to the Tory party, in conse- 
quence of marrying the daughter of Sir W. Wynd- 
ham, the confidential firiend of Bolingbroke, and father 

* Heron's JonioB. 
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of I^rd Egremont. He afterwarda, howerer, became 
disgusted with Lord Bute ; and, upon bis reaignalicm, 
firmly attached himself to the party of I^ird Rocking- 
ham ; the most pure and unmixed whig leader of bis 
day, with whom also Lord Temple and Lord Chat- 
ham united themselves.* 

In 1761^ Mr Onslow having resigned the chair of 
the House of Commons, Mr Grennlle solicited to suc- 
ceed to that vacancy. He waited on the Duke of New- 
castle, first Lord of the Treasury, nominally Minister. 
The Duke asked him, if he had mentioned the matter 
to Lord Bote. Mr Grenville owned he had ; and added, 
that he had not only the king's approbation, with his 
majesty's assurance of the cabinet, but the appfobati<m 
likewise of (di his own family. The last part of this 
was undoubtedly a mistake, for the Duke of Newcastle 
was the first person who infivmed Lwd Temple of Ifr 
GrenviUe's overtures. Lord Temple and Mr Pitt were 
eMeedkngly afftnded with their brother, for having 
made an application to Lord Bute, without first comoHi- 
nicating his intentions to either of them. From this 
moment Mr CfrenviUe separated himself from aU his 
family y and there subsisted the most bitter atdmosity be- 
tween them until the month of May, 1765. During 
that period Mr Qrenville attached himself, first to Lord 
Bute, and afterwards to the Duke of Bedford.t 

When Mr Pitt and Lord Temple retired from the 
ministry, Mr George Crrenville continued behind, very 

* Woodfall's Jimios, Iietter 15, aote ; vol. i, page 507. 
t Almon's Anecdotes of Lord Chatham, vol. i, page 305. 
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much to the disappointment of Lord Temple. Mr Al- 
mon wrote a letter to Mr GrenvUle, which was publish- 
ed, and passed to the sixth edition. It was answered by 
Mr Charles Lloyd, private secretary to Mr GrenviUe.* 

In 1765 Lord Temple and his brother Mr Gren- 
ville became reconciled; through the mediation of friends 
of both parties ; who declared, that this reconciliation 
was no more than a family friendship, as brothers ; and 
on public principles, only as to measures in future.t 

When Mr Grenville was appointed Secretary of 
State, he was under the necessity of soliciting his 
brother. Lord Temple, to permit him to be re-elected 
for the town of Buckingham ; and upon his promotion 
to the Treasury, he repeated the same act of supplica- 
tion. His generous brother said, it would have been a 
disgrace to government to have seen the king's first 
minister a mendicant for a seat in parliament.! 

' The reconciliation being made, Mr GrenviUe, un- 
bosoming himself to his brother, related all the arts 
and clandestine steps of the favorite ; which, if possi- 
ble, increased his brother's ardor on every subsequent 
occasion he had to oppose Lord Bute.'§ 

This statement by Mr Almon, who says * he received 
the most interesting part of these Anecdotes from Lord 
Temple, is important. It will be also kept in mind, 
that Mr Grenville and Lord Temple had become recon- 
ciled 6e/ore the commencement of the Letters of Ju- 

* Account of Life of Almon, London Magazine, 1806. 
f Abnon'B Anecdotes of Lord Chatham, page 415. 
X Ahnon's Anecdotes of Chatham, vol. i, page 377, note. 
§ Ibid, page 415. 
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nius, the first of which is dated 21st of Janaaryy^ 
1769; and that, notwithstanding Mr Grenville had 
belonged to the Tory party, and was also one of the 
first persecutors of Mr Wilkes, yet we find Junius who 
was the life of the Whig party, taking occasions to 
speak in the highest terms of the ' inflexible integrity 
of Mr Grenville/ and particularly to defend his charac- 
ter against the attacks of Sir Wm. Blackstone. 

Mr Grenville died November 13, 1770, long before 
Junius completed the series of his Letters. 

u I am, ^'C. * 



LETTER VIII. 

Sir, 

We have seen the strong partiality of Junius for 
Mr George Grenville, and his agreement in opinion with 
him respecting the leading political measures of that 
day, even those upon which Mr Grenville differed from 
the party, whose cause Junius iPUf^Kurted — the whig 
party. Junius, in opposition to their views, asserted the 
right of the British government to exercise the supreme 
power they claimed over the American Colonies ; so did 
Mr Grenville ; yet on the Middlesex election, Junius, 
in Opposition to the claims of the same government, 
maintained the very highest popular principles, and Mr 
Grenville was the leading man upon the same side with 
him. Junius also, in direct oj^iosition to the firiendsof 
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liberty, asserted the legality of impressiiig seamen ; hb 
did it, however, with great apparent relactance — as 
yielding to that paramonnt ' necessity ' which nothing 
can withstand ; and he makes claim to a charitable con- 
^struction of his motives, by appealing to the examples 
of Lord Chatham and Lord Cambden, to whose con- 
duct (on the American question), he was willing to 
give the same candid interpretation. ' I too,' says he, 
' have a claim to the candid interpretation of my country, 
when I acknowledge an involuntary, compulsive assent 
to one very unpopular opinion [impressments] . I lament 
the unhappy necessity, whenever it arises, of providing 
for the safety of the State by a temporary invasion of 
the personal liberty of the subject .... But I never 
can doubt, that the community has a right to command, 

as well as to purchase, the service of its members 

Upon the whole, I never had a doubt about the strict 
right of pressing, until I heard that Lord Mansfield had 
applauded Lord Chatham for delivering something like 
this doctrine in the House of Lords. That considera- 
tion staggered me not a little. But, upon reflection, 
his conduct accounts naturally for itself He knew the 
doctrine was unpopular, and was eager to fix it, upon 
the man, who is the first object of his fear and detesta- 
tion. The cunning Scotchman never speaks troth 
without a fraudulent design.'* 

These opinions upon the most important questiovifl of 
that day, sufficiently mark the politics of Junius ; while 
his steady support of Mr Grenville leaves no doubt of a 
personal as well as political attachment, whieb will in 

, Jitter 50. 
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vain be sought for in any other individual than his 
brother, Lord Temple, 

This supposition will receive further confirmation 
from a more minute review, than has been given in my 
former letters, of the connexion between Lord Chat- 
ham and Lord Temple, and other members of the Gren- 
ville family ; to which I shall now advert. 

The character and relation which Lord Chatham 
bore to the transactions of that period, give importance 
to whatever Junius has said of him — particularly, the 
different opinions which Junius expressed at different 
times respecting him. I shall therefore bring together 
some of the most important circumstances of his life 
and of the most striking passages of Junius, particu- 
larly such as show the deep interest which Lord Tem- 
ple took in his defence, and in supporting that honora- 
ble reputation of his illustrious brother-in-law, which 
has descended to our time.* 

liOrd Chatham, as Mr Pitt, came first into Parlia- 
ment^ in February, 1735, for the borough of Old Sa- 
rum. Having five sisters and an elder brother, his for- 
tune was not very considerable ; his friends, therefore, 
obtained for him a comet's commission in the Blues, 
in addition to his income. This apparently trifling 
circumstance of the commission was attended with im- 
portant consequences. In parliament, Mr Pitt, Mr 
Richard Grenville {Earl Temple)^ and Mr, afterwards 
Lord Lyttleton, became associates, and for several 
years always &Qt together in the House of Commons. 

* Thi« account of Lord Chatham \» abridged from Ahnon'i 
work. 
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Upoir every qaestion Mr Pitt divided with his firiends 
against the minister (Sir Robert Walpole)^ who was so 
nmch irritated by this conduct, that he made no hesi- 
tation of dismissing him from his office of cornet, as 
he had frequently done in the cases of other mOitary 
c^Bcers who excited his displeasure. But this vio» 
lent measure only increased Mr Pitt's consequence in 
the eyes of the public. 

In 1744, when a list of alterations was made out for 
the inferior departments of government, Mr Pitt was 
proposed for Secretary at War ; but when the king 
came to Mr Pitt's name, lu gave an immediate and 
positive rrfusal to the whole Ibt. In consequence of 
tISs, a general resignation wa9 adoj^ted; including Mr 
George OrenviHe ; but in three days afterwards, ther 
mtim^ to office ; and in May foBowmg (1746), Mr 
Pitt was appointed Paymaster.* 

At the close of the session of Parliament in March» 
V7BSt, the king went to Hanover ; and during his ab- 
sence there was a great deal of intriguing anA li^c^ 
dating amongst all parties, jftut iti' every one of tl&t^' 
negotiations, Mr Pitt and the ^envittesw^kt^Hi 
amited. He was not ignorant of th^ datid^lti^W ^i 
jects of the ministerial and oppositioh' pahi^ ; bitt hl^' 
despised t&em. He was further disiipp6inSS)^^ili'l*^SIly 
in not obtaining the Seals of Secfetary of t^^le, W6^ 
he had not indeed asked for, but had ekp^bMd ti^8ll^ 
isldhg. Thfi^disappointmeht, however; Wi^iti'jdoi^lfe^ 
gree palliated by making Mr ixeorgi' (^em^, TrU^ 

* At^oii^s Aheedbtes, p. 147-1^1. 
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rer of the N^lf, hehek^ at that time in the utmost iati- 
macy with Mr Pitt, who had become his relation, by having 
lately married his sister. But the next year (Novonber 
20, 175$), lyfr Pitt w^ dismissed from c^ce, togjethtr 
with Mr Legge and George and James GrenmHe.* It 
should seem, as a biographer observes, that the ki&g 
had long since conceived a prejudice against him, and 
had felt, that Mr Pitt was originaUy forced upon him 
much against his inclination.t 

In 1756, the king felt himself under the necessity of 
calling again for his services, and accepted the terms 
pressed by him ; which were — that he should himself' 
be Secretary of State, Lord Temple first Lord of the Ad- 
miralty, George ChrenviUe, Treasurer of the Navy, 
James Grenville, a Lord of the Treasury, 6&c. The 
king however was not reconciled to Mr Pitt. The cir- 
cumstance which offended his Majesty most was, Mr 
Pitf^ refusal to support the army in German^/, In 
consequence of this, the king co^nmanded Mr Pitt to 
resign, on the 5th of April, 1757 ; and Lord Tempie 
was also turned out But this measure was soon re- 
voked, and Mr Pitt and his friends again called into 
office. At an audience on that occasion it is related, 
that Mr Pitt said to the king — ' Sire, give me your 
confidence, and I will deserve it.' To which the king 
replied without hesitation — ' Deserve my confidence, 
and you shall have it' And it is said, that Mr Pitt at 
last so won upon the king, that he was able to turn his 

* Almon's Anecdotes, vol. ii, pp. 181, 187, 205. 

t History of the Life of Wm. Pitt, pp. 55, 86. DubUn, 1783. 
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very partialities in favor of Germany to the benefit of 
his country ♦ 

While the war was prosecuted with the greatest unar 
nimity and zeal at home and success abroad^ the seeds 
were sown of those divisions which appeared soon after 
the accession of George the Third. The patronage of 
places was claimed by the Earl of Bute, who makes 
so prominent a figure in the Letters of Junius^ and is 
so well known in the history of those times under the 
name of The Favorite. On the dismissal of Mr Legge 
(March 19, 1761), Lord Bute was immediately ap- 
pointed Secretary of State. 

Mr Pitt now saw ^and felt the strength of the new 
king's party ; but he did not resign, because his grand 
object was Spain. He communicated to the cabinet 
his resolution of attacking Spain ; Lord Bute was the 
first person who opposed it ; he called it rash and unad- 
visable. Lord Temple supported Mr Pitt, which he 
had done uniformly fi-om his , coming into office ; and 
he and Mr Pitt, on the 18th of September, 1761, sub- 
mitted to^his majesty their advice in writing, to reccU 
the British ambassador, Lord Bristol, from Madrid. 
But afi;er two different meetings of the cabinet, every 
other member of it declared against the measure ; upon 
which Mr Pitt and Lord Temple took their leave. In 
consequence of the rejection of their advice by the 
king, they resigned. 

* The most abandoned part of this business,' says 
Almon (who, it will be recollected, refers to Lord Tem- 
ple for the most interesting parts of his work), was in 

* Almon's Anecdotes, 218, &c. . 
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Ibe House of Lords^ on the commencement of tkejOirst 
session of the new parliament, November 6, 1761 ; 
when Lord Temple said in the debate^ that the written 
iMlvice above-mentioned was not founded upon suspi" 

cion only but upon positive and authentic 

information of a treaty of alliance being signed between 
France and Spain. Upon which Lord Bute, with as* 
tonishing and incredible effrontery , got up and pro- 
nounced these words: My Lords, I affirm upon my 
honor y that there was NO intelligence of such a fact 
so constituted at that time.' This brought Lord Tem- 
ple up again, who affirmed also upon his honor, that 
there WAS intelligence of the highest moment : that 
he was not at liberty to publish that intelligence in the 
House, but would refresh his lordship's memory in pri' 
vote. He beckoned Lord Bute out of the House, and 
repeated to him the intelligence which had been laid 
before the cabinet. In this conference. Lord Bute 
found himself under the necessity of acknowledging, 
that he recollected something of it,' * 

On the 5th of October, 1761, Mr Pitt resigned the 
, Seals ; and the same day Lord Temple also resigned 
his place. 

Immediately upon this, Mr Pitt was assailed with so 
much virulence, that he thought it proper to vindicate 
himself; which he did in the letter I have given at 
large in a preceding communication ; t and he had 
the satisfaction of finding, in the course of three months^ 
that Lord Bute himself was obliged to adopt the very 

* Almon's Anecdotes, vol. i, page 281, &c. 
t See pages 42,, 48. 
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measure of declanng war against Spain, and under tlie 
disadvantages of all that delay which his opposition to Mr 
Pitt had caused. 

At this period an occurrence took place, which led 
to an entire separation, for a time, of Lord Chatham, 
and his brother-in-law. Lord Temple, from Mr George 
Grenville. It will be necessary to advert to it, in order 
to be possessed of the actual state of feeling among 
the members of the family, and to enable us to under* 
stand and apply the remarks which occur in Junius's 
Letters. 

It was understood that Mr Legge was to be turned 
out; and Mr Chrenmlh expressed to his brothers his 
desire to succeed him ; but Mr Pitt took no notice of 
his wishes ; upon which a coolness commenced between 
them. A particular account of the affair is given by 
Almon ; who, I beg leave to repeat, says he ' received 
the most interesting parts ' of his Anecdotes from Lord 
Temple himself. He says — ' This disappointment 
occasioned Mr Grenville to direct his attention to aur- 
other interest. Mr Onslow having resigned the chair 
of the House of Commons, Mr Grenville solicited to 
succeed to that vacancy. He was at this time treasurer 
of the navy, and had been in that post about seven 
years, and in other places. He waited upon the Duke 
of Newcastle, who being still first Lord of the Treasury, 
was nominally minister. The Duke asked him^ if he 
had mentioned the matter to Lord Bute. Mr Grenville 
owned he had ; and added, that he had not only the 
king's approbation, with his Majesty's gracious assur- 
ance of the cabinet, but the approbation likewise of aU 
his own family. The last part of this assurance was 
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undoubtedly a mistake ; for the Duke of Newcastle was 
the first person who informed Lord Temple of Mr Gren- 
ville's overtures. Lord Temple and Mr Pitt were ea> 
ceedingly offended with their brother for having made 
an application to Lord Bute, without first communi- 
cating his intentions to either of them. From this 
moment Mr GrenviUe separated himself from all his 
family ; and there subsisted the most bitter animosity 
between them until the month of May, 1765. During 
that period, Mr Grrenville attached himself first to Lord 
Bute, and afterwards to the Dake of Bedford.' ♦ 

Under this state of feeling it is not surprising that 
Mr Pitt, in the debate upon the bill for laying an excise 
upon cider and perry, should have indulged himself in 
a memoraUe sarcasm, even at the expense of his rela- 
tive, Mr GrenviUe. Mr Pitt strongly opposed the bill, 
as introducing the odious power of violating a man's 
dwelling-house, which was his castle. Mr GrenviUe^ 
in his answer, contended that the tax was necessary, 
and asked why the right honorable gentleman did not 
tell where another could be laid instead of it ; repeats 
ing, with a strong emphasis, two or three times, TeU 
me where you can lay another tat, Mr Pitt replied, in 
a musical tone. Gentle shepherd^ teU me where ; and the 
wbcde House burst out into a fit of laughter, which 
c<nitinued some minutes.t 

The position, in which Lord Bute now found himself^ 
with a divided cabinet, compelled him to retire from 
office, on the 8th of April, 1763, and made Mr Gren- 

* Almon's Anecdotes, vol. i, p. 305. 
t Ibid, p. 369. 
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▼ille his successor. In the foUowing month of Augosti 
however, he personally waited on Mr Pitt, with a view 
to forming a new administration ; but the project failed. 

On the 15th of November, 1763, Parliament met; 
and the case of Mr Wilkes's North Briton was the 
first subject of attention. The House of Commons 
immediately voted it ^to be a libel; and Mr Wilkes 
made complaint of a breach of privilege. Mr Pitt, in 
that debate, disclaimed in the strongest terms, all con* 
nexion with the man who could be the author of spcl^ 
a publication — * It was true, that he had friendships^ 
and warm ones; he had obligations, and great ones; 
but no iriendship, no obligations^ could induce him to 
approve what he firmly condemned. It might be sa{H 
posed he alluded to his noble relation (Lord Temple).* 
He was proud to call him his relation, he was his friend^ 
his bosom friend, whose fidelity was as unshaken as his 
virtue. They went into office together, and they came 
out together ; they had lived together, and would die 
together. He knew nothing of any connexion with 
the writer of the libel. If there subsisted any, he was 
totally unacquainted with it.' t 

We are now arrived at a period, in the life of Mr Pitt, 
more immediately connected with the subject of Jonius's 
Letters ; and it will be necessary to attend more minute- 
ly to the dates of the various occurrences, that must be 
k^pt in mind, in order to establish the identity of Jonius 
and Lord Temple, so far as it may be inferred firom the. 

* Lord Temple was reputed to be one of the writers in tha 
North Briton. Edit. 
t Ahnon's Anecdotes, vol. i, p 397. 
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conduct of the latter towards his illustrious relative, as 
well as towards other individuals of rank and influence 
at this time. 

In the early part of the year 1765 the Earl of Bute, 
as it was alleged, had determined to effect a change of 
ministers.* His wish was, to bring Mr Pitt into office ; 
a project, which had failed in 1763, through his own 
cowardice. This year he resolved not to appear in the 
measure ; and the better to conceal himself and to give 
greater weight to his design, he put the negotiations 
into the hands of the Duke pf Cumberland. 

Mr Pitt having declared in Parliament, that he would 
live and die with his brother (Lord Temple), the confi- 
dential contrivers of this second project to bring in Mr 
Pitt, resolved to apply to Lord Temple, which was con- 
sidered the most essential step towards gaining Mr Pitt. 
Accordingly on the 15th of May, 1765, the Duke of 
Cumberland sent for Lord Temple from Stowe, and also 
for Mr James Chrenville, The Duke informed Lord Tem- 
ple, that the king had resolved to change his servants, 
and to engage his lordship, Mr Pitt, and their friends 
in his service ; but first he, the Duke, wished to^kndw 
their conditions. Lord Temple stated — the making 
certain foreign alliances, the restoration of officers (civil 
and military) cruelly and unjustly dismissed, a repeal of 
the excise on cider, a total and full condemnation of 
general warrants and the seizure of papers. The Duke 
said these conditions must be a^eed to; and then 

* This account of the affair is abridged ftom Almon's Anec- 
dotes, vol. 1, p. 411, &c. ; and it was probably furmahed l>y 
Lord Temple. 
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fdied, tl&at lie had a propoeitiQii to make — that it was 
the king's desire, that Lord Northumberland should be 
placed at the head of the treasorj. Lord Temple 
replied, that ' he would nerer oome into office under 
fiOrd B^U^8 UeutenantJ t Here the conference broke 
off. This pr<qposition having been made in 1763, when 
Lord Bute ai^>eared openly, left no room to doubt of 
his lordship's being still the secret mover of the present 
case. 

On the Idth of May (1765), which was Sunday, the 
duke sent to Lord Temple, requesting him to meet him 
at Mr Pitt's house, at Hayes, in Kent. The duke was 
with Mr Pitt when his lordship came in, and had made 
the same proposition respecting Lord Northumberland, 
which Mr Pitt had refused as totally inadmissible ; upoh 
the same principle, that the refusal had been made by 
Lord Temple — ^ which Mr Pitt had not^ until thai 
moment, received the smallest intimation. He assured 
the duke, that he was ready to go to St James's, if he 
could carry the Constitution along with him. 

The next day Lord Frederick Cavendish was sent to 
Mr Pitt, with an assurance, that the proposition respect- 
ing- Lord Northumberland being at the head of the 
treasury was relinquished, provided his lordship was 
considered in some other way. Mr Pitt returned the 
aame answer. Upon the return of Lord Frederick, the 
duke offered the treasury to Lord Ly ttleton, who desired 
to consult Lord Temple and Mr Pitt. The duke was dis- 
pleased with this answer ; and, having immediately in* 

t Lord Nortbun^rlAQ^ was at this time Lord Lietttenanl of 
Irelaad. 
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formed tke king of the answers he had received, advised 
him to continue his present servants. 

It will be observed here, that at this same time, about 
May, 1765, (as observed in a former letter) Lord Tem- 
ple and his brother, Mr 6. Grenville, became reconciled 
through the mediation of the friends of both parties ; 
who declared, that this reconciliation was no more than 
a family friendship as brothers ; and on public prin- 
ciples, only as to measures in future. 

Among the consequences of this recoi^ciliation was 
this, that Mr Grenville unbosomed himself to his brother, 
and related all the arts and clandestine steps which h^d 
been taken by Lord Bute. This, it is said, if possible, 
increased his brother's ardor on every subsequent occap 
sion that he had to oppose the Favorite; ahd was 
doubtless one of the means, directly or indirectly, of 
Itmius's obtaiining that minute information, oh points of 
secret history, which appears in his Letters. 

In consequence of this hostility to Lord Bute, tl^e 
king himself undertook a new negotiation. He sent 
for Mf Pitt, who had an audience on the SOth of June, 
17^. The consequence of this was, the sending for 
Lord Temple; ahd oh the 25di they waited on the 
king, when the following cohditiohs were proposed to 
them : . 
. * i. liitr Stuart. Mackenzie to be restored. 

^ 21 Lord Northumberland to be lord chamberlaih. 

' 3. The king's friends to continue in their present sit- 
uations.' 

To the two first conditions Mr Pitt was not averse. 
Reipeotiiig the last he wished some ex|danation. But 
Lard Temple declared against the whole. Upon which 
the conference ended. 
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I add here a fact^ stated in the work already quoted, 
that shows the high estimation in which Lord Tem[de 
was held hy Mr Pitt, and the deference which that illus- 
trious statesman had for his opinions. The fact I aUude 
to is this — that ' upon mature consideration Mr Pitt 
changed his sentiments on the two first conditions, emd 
perfectly agreed with his brother,* • 

This negotiation of the king himself having failed, 
and his majesty having resolved to part with his present 
servants at any rate, the Duke of Cumberland was 
authorised to form an administration ; and the Duke of 
Newcastle, the Marquis of Rockingham, and their 
friends accepted the duke's invitation. 
. Mr Pitt himself did not fully approve of the new 
ministry's acceptance; and Lord Temple condemned 
them in etcrimonious terms ; alleging, that if they had 
followed the example of Mr Pitt and himself in refusing 
office, the Favorite would have been brought to their 
own terms, which would have excluded him and his 
friends from every situation of secret communication 
with the sovereign ; that now, his influence was only 
suspended. The new ministry, however, might have 
reasoned, that in the present unhappy partiality of the 
king, the constitutional exercise of the powers of gov- 
emment was to be obtained by degrees, not by hazard- 
ing a violent convulsion of the state ; to which point 
some of them feared Lord Temple's inflexibility might 
possibly extend.t 

* Almon's Anecdotes, vol. 1, p. 418. 
t Ibid, vol. 1, p. 421. 
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LETTER IX. 

Sir, 

We have seen, that thus far Lord Temple and Mr 
Pitt continued to be on terms of friendly intercourse ; 
and, with some differences of opinion on particular 
measures, may be said to have acted in concert. But 
this state of things was now about to be changed.* 

Parliament met on the 17th of December, 1765, but 
adjourned to the 14th of January, 1766. The new min- 
istry having an inclination to reverse the system of their 
predecessors. Lord Bute, who was its author, determined 
to effect their removal. He was no longer terrified by the 
threats of an impeachment ; and the Duke of Bedford 
had ceased to be an object of dread or respect. Lord 
Bute's attention was now directed to another nobleman. 
Since the reconciliation between Lord Temple and his 
brother, Mr Grenville, a coolness had commenced be- 
tween Ms lordship and Mr Pitt, and between his lord- 
ship and Mr James ChrenviTle, They imagined firom 
several circumstances, that their brother had supplanted 
them in his lordship's favor and confidence. 

To dissolve all great connexions had ever been Lord 
Bute's favorite maxim. Nothing, therefore, could be 
more fortunate for him than this family division. He 
resolved to seize the opportunity. Accordingly, a few 
days after the meeting of Parliament, when Mr Pitt 
had given the decision for the repeal of the American 

* This historical narratiTe ia talcen {Hrincipally firom the work 
just cited. 

7 



74 LETTERS ON THE 

Stamp Act, tohich Mr GrenviUe had apposedy Lord 
Bute solicited an interriew with Lord Temple and Bfr 
GrenviUe, in order to form a new administration. 

His first application was to Lord Eglintoun, between 
whom and Lord Temple there subsisted a very warm 
friendship. Lord Eglintoun opened his commission to 
Lord Temple at Lord Coven try 's^ where they dined on 
the first Sunday after the meeting of Parliament. The 
conversation began upon the affairs of America^ in which 
the three lords agreed in opinion, that a repeal of the 
Stamp Act would be a surrender of the authority of the 
British legislature over the colonies. Lord Eglintouo 
finding that Lord Temple was of their opinion, said ' let 
us talk no more upon that subject here, but let us go to 
your brother. Has your lordship received no message 
from him ? ' Lord Temple said he had not ; and in a few 
minutes afler they went to Mr Grenville's. This mat^ 
ter had been more explicitly opened to Mr Grenville, 
by Mr Cadogan (now Lord Cadogan), and Mr Gren- 
ville bad requested Lord Suffolk to acquaint the Duke 
of Bedford with it. Upon seeing his brother, he instant- 
ly told him, without being asked a question, that an 
opening had been made to him of an accomfnodatio» 
with Lord Bute, and that he wanted to consult his 
Lordship upon making the Duke of Bedford a party to 
the affair.' Lord Temple replied, that ' he might do as 
he pleased, but that he himself would have no concern 
in the matter.* 

Thus ended Lord Bute's first attempt at turning to 
his advantage the family divisions of the Grenvilles, 
and bringing over Lord Temple to his views. Bat he 
was not discouraged ; he only changed his channel ci 
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eommanication to another. This was Mr W. G. Hamr 
ikon, who was in the most confidential intimacy with 
his lordship, and who, from the time of the separation 
of Mr James Grenville, was intended to be his Chan- 
cellor of the Exch^^er, if ever he accepted of the 
Treasury. But Mr Hamilton, knowing his lordship's 
temper and resolution, with respect to Lord Bute, did 
not warmly recommend the proposition. 

The next day (Monday), Lord Eglintoun went to Mr 
Grenville's to desire him to meet Lord Bute at his 
bouse ; but Mr Grenville was gone to the House of 
CTommons ; upon which Lord Eglintoun went there to 
him ; but meeting with Mr Stuart Mackenzie, he incau- 
tiously told him of the intended meeting, and that gen- 
tleman immediately informed Lord Holland ; who, see- 
ing Lord Bute, told his lordship, that ' he was going to 
4o a very foolish thing ; bift as he had gone so far he 
must not stop, but give them the meeting, hear what 
they had to propose, and then leave them. 

Lord Temple called upon his brother, just as he had 
returned from the House of Commons. In a minute 
QX two afterwards, Lord Eglintoun came in, and, being 
rejoiced to see his lordship, begged he would stay there 
ten minutes, while he went home. Lord Temple said 
he could not stop so long, that he was going to the 
House of Lords upon particular business, and it was 
growing late. Lord Eglintoun then desired he would 
stay only five minutes. This was refused ; lastly hs 
requested 6nly three minutes, and this was refused also. 
But in the explanation it came eut, that it was to meet 
Ziord Bute, who. Lord Eglintoun supposed, was by this 
tun^ waiting at his own house, and he wished to 
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fetch him. At length, pressing the mttter very eani« 
estly, Lord Temple answered warmly, * By €h — dl 
win not ' — that was his eiq)re8sio]i — and immediately 
stepped into his carriage. 

The Duke of Bedford and Mi; Grenville met Lotd 
Bute at Lor(| Eglintoun's. The conference was yery 
short; Lord Bute followed Lord Holland's advice^ he 
heard them — and then left them. He afterwards said 
to Lord Eglintoun, that he did n&i meet ike person he 
wanted to meet (Lord Temple), bat iheperson he did not 
want to meet, the Duke of Bedford. Sometime i^er* 
wards Mr Pitt mentioned this meeting in the House of 
Commons. Mr Grenville did not deny it, but said that 
^ the single proposition made, or point spoken of, was 
relative to the best means of preventing the intend- 
ed repeal of the Stamp Act. No other subject wa» 
mentioned.' 

Notwithstanding the ill success of this pioject. Lord 
Bute found means (as asserted by Almon), through one 
of the princess's confidants, to amuse Lord Temple 
with assurances, that a carterbUmche would in a very 
little time be offered to him ; and this manoeuvre was 
managed so well, he was compktdy duped by it ; he 
believed the assurances for some time. The design >wt» 
to engage him warmly in the opposition to the repeal 
of the Stamp Act ; and he fell into the snare. Hamng 
tmptidtly adopted the American politics of his brother^ 
the American politics of the Court became an easy, and 
almost a natural gradation.* 

It now began to be evident, that notwithstanding die 
failure of these negotiaticms, yet the king still withbM 

* Anecdotes, vol. 2, p. 6. 
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hia confidence firom his present servants. At this em- 
barrassing moment Mr Wilkes returned from. France 
to London, and had some communications with the min- 
isters. A very curious and interesting account of this 
event and its accompanying circumstances is given 
by Alitkon, from the manuscrij^ of Mr H, Cotes -=— the 
same person, it will be recollected, to whom Almon, in 
equivocal language, ascribes the Pamphlet of 1766, 
which I have had no hesitation in calling Lord Tem- 
ple's; for, if he did not actually write it, with his own 
band, he did, even according to Almon, communicate 
the * particular facts ' stated in that account of the confer- 
ence and of the audience ; and I have no doubt that those 
* particular facts * are generally stated in the very lan- 
guage of Lord Temple himself. I am, &c. 



LETTER X. 
S'n, 

We now come to an event in the life of Mr Pitt, 
which had important consequences, so far as related to 
himself and Lord Temple, and not less important as 
respects our inquiry. 

In consequence of the opposition to the ministers, the 
king commissioned the chancellor, Lord Northington, 
to confer with Mr Pitt on the subject of a new arrange- 
ment. 

This negotiation was opened through the Duke of 

Grafton and Mr Calcrafl. Mr Pitt was then at his new 

"7* 



78 UIVTBB8 ON TUX 

• 

estate in Someraetshure, which had been given to him 
on account of his high character for public Tirtae and 
great talents, by Sir William Pynsent, of Burtfm-Pyn* 
sent, a baronet of ancient family and a large fortune, 
who left no issue. This estate, which was near ^£8000 
pounds sterling a year, afterwards became the subject 
of contention in the law ; and, as Almon says, this co»< 
tention * was obantenanced from a quarter where, it 
might have been supposed, the perversion of justice 
never reached. However, it was of no avail ; the will 
was confirmed.' * This ' perversion of justice,' in the 
quarter alluded to, was probably one cause of the sever* 
ity of Junius towards Lord Mansfield and other emi* 
nent individuals who were supposed to have had an 
influence in controlling the administration of justice. 
But I return to the negotiation for a new ministry. 

Mr Pitt .was immediately sent for, and arrived in 
London on the 11th of July, 1766; the same evening 
he had a conference with Lord Northington. 

The Duke of Grafton had lately resigned his office 
of Secretary of State, and attacked himself to Mr 
Pitt ; and had publicly avowed this attachment in the 
House of Lords. He declared, it is said, that he had 
no objection to the persons or to the measures of the 

* Anecdotes, vol. 1, p. 407. It may not be uninteresting to 
the American reader, to know, that Thomaj! HoUis, whose name 
is so well known to ns as a friend of civil liberty, had an inten- 
tion, as it is confidently asserted, of giving Mr Pitt a similar 
testimonial of his regard ; but he died before he was able to make 
the arrangement. He kept many workmen constantly emj^oyecl 
in his service, and while giving directions on New Year's day, 
1774, he dropt down in a fit and expired. Edit. 
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xmnistws he had recently left; but h^ thovght they 
wanted strength and efficiency ; and that he kneiv but 
one man who coi^ give tliem that irtrength and soHd- 
ity — meaning Mr Pitt; that under him he should be 
willing to serve in any capacity, not only as a general 
officer, but as a pioneer, and would take up a spade and 
a mattock. As soon as it was discovered, therefore, 
that Lord Rockingham's administration was not honeyed 
with the confidence of Mr Pitt, the Duke of Grafton 
and several other persons refused to give their support 
to it. Lord Rockingham's honor and integrity were 
not doubted ; and * it was admitted that his administra- 
tion had been regulated and conducted on the purest 
principles of patriotism; but there was not virtue 
enough in the country to support him.' * 

The negotiation now in question was not begun with 
Mr Pitt, under the immediate and personal direction of 
Lord Bute ; but his influence pervaded through a higher 
channel. Those, says Almon, ' who assert that Lord 
Bute f&os not consulted, nor gave any advice upon this 
occasion, must forget all the preceding facts since the 
death of George the Second, and must <}eny his noctur- 
nal visits at this time, to the king's mother at Carlton 
House.' t 

* Almon'a Anecdotes, vol. 3, p. 19. 

t Ibid, page 20. We insert here, from Almon's work, a most 
cnrious document, to show with what persevering and imtiring 
vigilance every movement of Lord Bute was watched ; a vigi- 
lance, which exactly accords with that minute knowledge of 
irecret history, which has always puzzled the writers upon the 
authorship of Junius. Who could have furnished such a docu- 
ment to Almon ? Could it have come from any other source 
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Lord Northington offered Mr Pitt a carte^kmehe; 
but Mr Pitt wished to ha?e it confirmed by the king 
himself, and was accordingly introdoQBd to him at Rich- 
mond. The conference was short ; the king confirmed 
the offer of his chanceUor, and added, that he had no 
terms to propose^ bat pat himself into his, Mr Pitt's, 
hands. This was on Saturday, the 12th of July, 1766.* 
In the evening Mr Pitt had another conference with 

than Lord Temple ? It certainly rivals anything to be found in 
the history of espionage : 

' An eighteen days ' faithful Journal^ ending a few days previouM 
to the minister*s shaking hands in the year 1766. 

* Tuesday f June 24, 1766. From Audley -street, the Favorite 
set out about one o'clock, in a post-coach and four, for Lord 
litehfidd^s at Hampton Court, and came home again at ten at 
night ; went out directly after in a chair to Miss Vansittart^Sj 
maid of honor to P. D. of W. in Sackville-street ; staid there but 
a very little while, and then went to Carlton-house, and returned 
home about twelve o'clock. 

' Wednesday 25. From Audley-street, the Favorite set out in 
a chair at half past six in the evening, went into Sackville- 
street as before, staid there till past ten, then went to Carlton- 
house, and returned, .ome about twelve. 

* Thursday 26. From ditto, the Favorite set out at half past 
six in the evening in a chair, went into Sackville-street as be- 
fore, staid there till ten, then went to Carlton-house, and came 
home at twelve. 

* Friday 27. At seven this morning the Favorite set out from 
Audley-street, for his seat in Bedfordshire. 

^ Sunday 29. The Earl returned from Bedfordshire this day 
to dinner ; set out as before at a quarter past six for Sackville- 

* The reader is here referred, by Almon, to the last three 
days, Saturday, Sunday, and Monday, of the Eighteen Days * 
Journal given in the above note ; and the reference deservea 
attention. Ed, 
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the chanodtor, and afterwards with General Conway, 
wkh whom he settled the principal arrangements. 
The next day, Sunday, the chancellor hy his majesty's 
command sent for Lord Temple, then at Stowe, his 
residence in Buckinghamshire. He came to town on 
the 14th, and, the next morning waited upon the king 
at Richmond, before he saw Mr Pitt. The king, after 
informing him of the offer made to Mr Pitt, added, that 

street, staid there till about ten, then went to Carlton-house, and 
came home at twelve. 

' Monday 30. From Audley-street, the Fayorite set out in a 
chair a quarter past six, went inlo Sackyille street, staid ther« 
till about ten, then went to Carlton-house, and came home as 
QBual at twelve. 

' T}iuadayy July 1. From ditto, at half past six, in a chair to 
Sackville-street, staid there till ten, then to Carlton-house, and 
thence home at twelve. 

* Wednesday 2. From ditto, ditto, ditto, and ditto. 

' TJmrsday 3. At six this morning, the Favorite set out from 
Andiey-street for his seat in Bedforshire. 

* Saturday 5. The Favorite returned to Audley-street from 
ditto this day to dinner ; at half past six went to Sackville-street, 
staid there as usual till about ten, then to Carlton-house, and 
ailer wards came home about twelve. 

< Sunday 6. At half past six to Sackville-street as usual, 
About ten to Caxlton-house^ and home at twelve as before. 

' Monday 7. At three quarters past six to Sackville-street as 
usual, about ten to Carlton-house, and home at twelve. 

* Tuesday 8. At half past six to Sackville-street, about tsn 
to Carlton-house, and home at twelve. 

< Wednesday 9. At half past sij( to SackYiU^-street^ about 
ten to Carlton-house, and home at twelve. 

* Thursday 10. This morning at seven the Favorite and his 
la47 8®t out from Audley-street for Bedfordshire. 

< SMurday 12. Returned this day from Bedfordshire to dinner, 
lad, bemg Lord MowU SUuart's l^irth-da^, he went out i^t mg^ 
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he expected his lordship would assist Mr Pitt in form- 
ing the arrangements. The next day, July' 16th, Lord 
Temple received ' a very affectionate ' letter from Mr 
Pitt desiring to see him ; but, after an interview on the 
subject, as already stated from Lord Temple's pamphlet 
(in ray second letter, p. 13), to which I would refer, 
Lord Temple was about breaking off the conference, 
because he found that he must submit to Mr Pitt's 
* dictation,' and was not to come in upon an equality 
with him, as he had expected. Mr Pitt, however, 
insisted upon continuing the conference ; but after 
various discussions as to the individuals who were to 
come into the administration. Lord Temple found his 
»views still thwarted (as particularly stated in the letter 
just referred to), and that Mr Pitt still recurred to his 
first proposition, which was, as Lord Temple interpret- 
ed it, ' being sole and absolute dictator ^ to which no 
consideration should ever induce him to submit.' He 
therefore insisted upon ending the conference ; which 
he did with saying, that he thought himself ill-treated by 
Mr Pitt, in not being allowed an equal share in the 
nomination. 

The extracts which I have given from Lord Temple's 
pamphlet do not mention his subsequent interview with 

this eyening to Sackville-street, staid there till past ten, then 
went to Carlton-house, and returned home about twelve. 

' Sunday 13. At half past six to Sackville-street, staid there 
till past ten, then to Carlton-house, and home at twelve. 

' Monday 14. At half past six to Sackville-street, staid there 
till ten, then to Carlton-house, staid there till past twelve, and 
then returned home. 

< J{. B. The curtains of the chair from Dudley to SadcmUe-street 
1per« constantly dratmf and the chair token into the hou^e. ' £4iti 
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the king. But it is necessary to adrert to it ; and I 
therefore add here a short account of it, which appears 
to have been taken from another part of the pamphlet 
I take it from Mr Aknon's work : 

* Next day [July 17th] Ix)rd Temple had an audience 
of the king in his closet* when his lordship told his 
majesty, in substance, " that Mr Pitt's terms were •f 
such a nature, he could not possibly accept of them con- 
sistently with his honor ; that he had made a sacrifice 
of his brother [George Granville] to Mr Pitt's resent' 
ment, in order to accommodate with him, but that gen- 
tleman insisted upon bringing in a set of men, some of 
whom were personal enemies to his lordship, and with 
whom he had differed upon the most essential points of 
government ; and would not permit him to name one 
friend for the cabinet, in whom he had entire confi- 
dence ; and had assumed a power to himself to which 
his lordship never could submit — for if he did, the 
world would say, with great justice, that he went in 
like a child, to go out like a fool. That his wish was, 
to retrieve the honor of the nation by an administration 
formed upon a broad bottom, and composed of men of 
the best abilities, without respect to party, which his 
principal view was to extinguish; in order that the 
whole attention of parliament might be confined to the 
great objects of national concern. That he had never 
been a suitor to his majesty, either for himself or his 
friends, for any place of honor or emolument ; he did 
not even seek the present offer ; yet he was extremely 
willing to sacrifice his own peace and leisure, to the 
service of his majesty and the country, provided Tie could 
do it with honor ; but that, he added, was in his own 
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disposal, and ht waukt net make a compHment of tl ^ 
Ofiy man" 

' In the evening of the same day the noble lord iM 
Lord Northington, that the farce was at an end and the 
masque was off; his lordship need not have sent for 
him from the country, for there wcls no real wish or m- 
itntion to have him in the administration,' * 

I am, d&G. 



LETTER XI. 

Sir, 

' We shall now begin to perceive the effects of tUs 
dissension between Lord Chatham and Lord Temple ; 
and, upon the supposition that the latter was the author 
of Junius, we obtain a satisfactory explanation of one of 
the greatest difficulties in this question — that is, the 
opposite feelings, of enmity and friendship, which Junius 
entertained towards Lord Chatham. It will be found, 
upon attending to dates, that these changes of feeling in 
Junius took place at periods, which agree exactly with 
the periods of hostility and reconciliation between Lord 
Chatham and Lord Temple. I proceed with the nar- 
ration of the facts. 

With feelings thus strongly excited, by the offensive 
conduct of Mr Pitt, Lord Temple returned to his resi-' 
dence at Stowe. And though, according to Mr Alni<»i, 

* Almon's Anecdotes, vol. S, p. 27. 



lii» BtttBrd ^ ifl p o aifi m was 'the most anklile thM can 
be eoDceived, to hb friends,' yet, when offended, 'lAt' 
disaf^Hobation was warm and conspicuous ; kis hmgttage 
fi&W9d spmUcmeemslf from his feelings ; his heart and 
his Toio^ always corresponded ; and, with such a tem- 
per, it is not probaMe that the cause of his separation 
from Mr Pitt would either he concealed or indifferently 
expressed.' * The justness of this remark was abund- 
antly Terified in the publications which must have come 
from his pen, previous to the regular series under the 
name of Junius. 

It will be necessary here to recur to dates. The 
separation between Lord Temple and Mr Pitt, it will be 
recollected, took {dace the 16th of July, 1766. The 
first attack upon Mr Pitt was the extraordinary publi- 
cation, which I have called Lord Temple's pamphlet ; 
it appeared immediately upon the open rupture between 
him and Mr Pitt, and was republished in the magazines 
for the month of August following. It is noticed by 
Lord Chesterfield as early as the 14th of August, in a 
letter to his son of that date. This called forth a reply, 
which Lord Chesterfield (in the letter just quoted) sap- 
poses was not written * by Mr Pitt himself, but by some 
friend of his and under his sanction.' His lordship 
observes, that it gives an account of Mr Pitt's whole 
political life ; * and in that respect, is tedious to those 
who were acquainted with it before.' * But,' he adds, 
• at the latter end there is an article, that expresses such 

supreme contempt of Lord T , and in so pretty a 

manner, that I suspect it to be Mr Pitt's own ; you 

* Almon's Anecdotes, vol. 3, p. 37. 
8 






^aU judge, yourself^ for I here tran^cxibe. tbn 

— ^ Bot this I will be bold to say, that had he (]U>rd 

T ) not fasteaed himself into Mi Pitt's traiii, and 

acquired thereby such an interest in that. great man, he 
might have crept out of life with as little notice as he 
crept in ; and gone off with no other degree of credit, 
than that of adding a single unit to the Bills of Mor» 
tality."'* 

This sarcasm, if it was then understood to be Lord 
Chatham's, must have had no little effect in still further 
irritating the fresh wound made by his separation from 
Lord Temple. 

The next publication against Lord Chatham, followed 
this pamphlet, after an interval of a few months ; I allude 
to the first of Junius's Miscellaneous Letters, under the 
signature of Poplicola, dated the 28th of April, 1767, 
ttud which I have given at large in my fourth letter .t 
The perfect correspondence in matter and manner be* 
tween this and the pamphlet, particularly in the severity 
of the language, are too obvious to require any c<Hn- 
ment, and leaves no doubt that they were both from the 
same source. I cannot repeat here any parts of it, but 
beg leave to ask you to recur to the letter itself. In & 
letter of the following month, May 28th, 1767, under 
the same signature, he continues to show the same feek 
ings towards Mr Pitt, then created Earl of Chatham. 
' I cannot admit/ says he, ' that because Mr Pitt was 
respected and honored a few years ago, the Earl of 
Chatham therefore deserves to be so now . . .'. and I 
am inclined to think, that Mr C. D. will find but few 

* Chesteiifield's Letters, No. 401. t Page 33. 
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people credttkHis enough to believe, that either Mr Pitt 
or Mx Pulteney, when they accepted a tide, did not by 
that acti(m, betray their friends y their country, and, in 

every honorable sense, themselves Mr C. D. wfl- 

folly misrepresents the cause of that censure which was 
very justly thrown upon Lord Chatham, when the ex- 
portation of corn was prohibited by proclamation. The 
measure itself was necessary .... but to maintain that 
the prootamation was legd .... was such a daring at- 
tack Upon the constitution, as a free people ought never 
to forgive. The man who maintained those doctrines 
ought to have had the Tarpeian rock or a gibbet for his 

rewatd The conduct of the Earl of Chatham and 

his miserable understrappers deserved nothing but con- 
tempt.' • 

V Again, in a letter, signed Anti-Sejanus, Jr., dated 
June 24, 1767, be speaks of Lord Chatham's ' base 
apostacy ; ' and characterises his submission to Lord 
Bute — his ' shaking hands with a Scotchman, at the 
hazard of catching all his infamy, &c. as being ' below 
contempt.' t 

In a succeeding letter, dated 16th of September, 1767, 
Lord Chatham is depicted as ' a lunatic brandishing a 
crutch ; ' \ and the same term is again applied to him in 
the tenth letter, dated the 19th of December of the 
same year. In this letter also, he contrasts with the 
* treabhery ' and * frantic fury ' of the * high priest ' 
(Lord Chatham), the public virtue of Mr George Gren- 

* Jaiiiud*0- Miscellah^ous Letters, No. S , vol. 2, p. 45SMtel. 
WoedfiiWsed.' 

j( tjbid, letter 3, \ J Ibid, Utter 5. , » 
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.ville — 'there was indeed one man^ whawiaelj.fiwe- 
aaw every circumBUace which has anee haj^ened, 
and who with a patriot's voice, opposed hi^Midf to the 
torrent' 

The same feelings appear in other Miscellaaeoils 
Letters, to the beginning of the year 1768, and perhaps 
to a later date. After the autumn of 1768, when the 
reconciliation took place, as I have already stated (at 
pages 21 and 29), the tone of Junius towards Lord 
Chatham became entirely changed. But before refer- 
ring to the particular passages of Junius <mi this point, I 
will ask your attention to some of the intervening occur- 
rences relating to Lord Chatham, some of which must 
have had a tendency still farther to alienate Lord Tern* 
pie's feelings. 

Lnmediately after his separation firom Lord Temple^ 
having made choice of the office of Lord Privy Sed, 
he was made a peer, which was announced in the Lon- 
d<m Gazette, July 20, 1766. In tjie formation of his 
ministry he experienced many embarrassments. His 
biogrsq[>her, Almon, states, that befi>re he could make 
his final arrangements, he made several offars to differ^ 
ent persons of great consideration, with a view to 
strengthen his ministry, and to detach them firom their 
fiiends. But, he adds — 'that superiority of mind 
which had denied him the usual habits of iatoroourae 
with the world, gave an air of austerity to his maanen, 
and precluded the policy of a convenient candescen- 
aion to the minutiie of politeness and fiucinating powers 
of address. He made «a oiEer of fiecietary of State 
to Lord Gawer, wham he had refused, wkemfreposedf0t 
UM 0fice fry kishrether. Lard Tai^k. He made 
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offers to Lord Scarborough, Mr Dowdeswell and seyeral 
<>thers ; but in such terms of hauteur, as seemed to 
provoke, though unintentionaUy, the necessity of refusal. 
To the first, an abrupt message was sent — * that he 
might have an office if he would ; * to the second, * that 
such an office was still vacant ; ' to a third, • that he 
must take such an office or none.' The offers were all 
Tejected. He then waited upon Lord Rockingham, at 
liis house in Grosvenor Square j but Lord R. refused to 
see him, 

* These circumstances,* continues Ahnon, * chagrined 
him considerably. He now found, for the first time in 
his life, that splendid talents alone were not sufficient 
to support the highest situations ; that the government 
of a party and the government of a nation, were as dis- 
tinct in their features as in their principles. He now 
felt the loss of his brother, Lord Temph, whose gra- 
cious afiability procured him the esteem of all ranks of 
people, while the splendour of his own talents com- 
manded their admiration. TTiese two great men united 
made a host against the world ; but, when separated, 
they became, the instruments of two factions; both of 
them without intending it, and for some time without 
perceiving it — Lord Chatham of the Courtj^ and Lord 
Temple of the Opposition.''* 

Of all the circumstances adverse to Lord Chatham'^s 
Tiews, he is said to have most regretted the loss of his 
brother. Lord Temple — * he now felt the loss of a re- 
pository of his confidence, the sdace of his hours of 
affiictioi^. €rrief, vexation, and disaf^Knntmeiit, preyed 

** ATmon's Anecdotes, toI. 2, p. 29, See. 

8* 
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upon his nerres ; whBch, though in ^arly life luiluraBf 
strong, were now become weak by age and infinnky. ^ 
His peerage had diminished his pt^pularity ; a conmder- 
able part of his ministry consisted of men, who had 
been appointed through necessity , not through choice ; 
his mind was sometimes vigorous and sometimes de- 
pressed — his ' body tortured by pain and imprisoned 
by infirmity — he fell into a paroxysm of the gout at 
Bath, which seemed to threaten his extinction ; ' and in 
the month of February, 1767, while on his way to Lon* 
don, he was obliged to stop on his journey till March, 
when he completed it ; but he was in so feeble a state 
that he could not attend to business^ 

I only add a remark or two further on the subject of 
his separation fi'om Lord Temple. We have seen that 
this began on the 16th day of July, 1766, at the confer- 
ence held on that day respecting the formation of a 
new ministry. It continued fi'om that time to the au- 
tumn of 1768. In one of the Miscellaneous Letters 
of Junius, Letter 35th, dated the 29th of August, 1768, 
after alluding to the other ministers, he thus speaks of 
Lord Chatham : 

' I think I have now named all the cabinet but the 
Earl of Chatham. His infirmities have forced him in- 
to retirement, where I presume he is ready to suffer, 
with a sullen submission, every insult and disgrace that 
can be heaped upon a miserable, decrepid, worn out 

old man He is indeed a compound of contradic- 

tionSy but his letter to Sir Je£fery stands upon record. 
.... Lost as he is, he would not dare to ^contradict this 
letter. If he did, it would be something more^han 
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ipadaess. The disorder must have <piitled' his head 
and fixed itself in his heart' * 

Even at so late a date as the IMi of October, 1768, be 
a{^>ears to make an effort to repress his feelings of anio 
mosity towards Lord Chatham : * The Earl of Chatham 
-^ I had much to say, but it were inhuman to persecute, 
when Providence has marked out the example to man- 
kind.' Lord Chatham was at this time so scTerely 
tortured and worn away by the gout, that it was sup- 
posed he would never be able to resume an active part 
in potitics. His Icvdship had- resigned his post of Lord 
Privj Seal three days previous to the date of this letter, 
and was succeeded in that office on the 2d of Novem- 
ber following by the Earl of Bristol.t 

Now it appears firom Almcm's Anecdotes, that the 
reconciliation between Lord Chatham and Lord Tei»- 
ple took i^ace before the meeting of parliament , which 
was on the Sth of November, 1768 ; and upon compar- 

* Woodfall's Junius, vol. 3, p. 108. The reader will remark 
here the phrase ' a compound of contradictions,' which is also 
adopted in Lord Temple's pamphlet of 1766. To understand the 
allusion here to Sir Jeffery Amherst, it should be recollected 
that when Mr Pitt and Lord Temple were in the ministry, Mr 
Pitt gave as a reward, the government of Virginia to Sir Jeffery 
Amherst, and in Mr Pitt's letter to him, solemnly pledged the 
roysd-faith that his residence should never be required} it was 
given to him as a reward for his services for the conquest of 
Cape Breton. It was however taken from him at this time and 
given to Lord Botetourt, or rather given four days before it 
was taken from Sir J. Amherst. 

1 WoodfalFs Junius, Miscellaneoas Letters, No. 48, vol. 3, 
p. 174. 
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ing this date With those of the letters just quoted, R 
must probablj have been effected between the 19th of 
October and the 8th of November. 

But it is not important to fix this with any greater 
precision for the purposes of the present argument. It 
is sufficient that we know, thej were reconciled on or 
about the 21st of January, 1709, which is the date of 
the first Letter of the series under the signature of 
Junius. Now from the date of the rupture, July 16, 
1766, Junius, under different signatures, continued to 
pour out his vengeance upon Lord Chatham, till late in 
the autumn of 1768 ; but when the series of the Lttten 
of Junius wvLS begun, January 21st, 1769, this storm of 
invective abated ; and from that period Junius began 
* to like ' Lord Chatham, and continued to speak in 
commendation of him to the period of his final eulogy, 
which has been so much celebrated, and which I have 
already quoted from his letter to Mr Home, of the 13th 
of August, 1771 — being more than four years after his 
first attack upon him.* 

The first instance where mention is made of Lord 
Chatham after the reconciliation brought about by their 
mutual friend Mr Calcrafl, and by the request of Lord 
Chatham, occurs in the Miscellaneous Letters, No. 51, 
dated the 14th of November, 1768. Your particular 
attention is requested to this point : for here we find^ 
that only a few days afler the 19th October Lord 
Chatham resigned, and a few days after he resigned^ 
Lord Temple was reconciled and they were friends. 
On the 19th of October, as above remarked, Junius's 

' * Junius's Letters, No. 54. 
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«9v«rity againstXprd, ChiHtMim hmd n^ rekaed; by the 
\Aih of November it hAd softened away, and we find 
no more invteotiTes against him firom that tiine. 

Jn the Miscellaneous Letter just referred to, JuniuB 
9ays — ' The name of Lord Chatham's administratioEi 
was soon lost in that of the Duke of Grafton. His 
grace took the lead, and made himself answerable for 
the measures of a council, at which he was supposed to 
pr^ide. He had gone as far as any man in support of 
Mt. Pitt's doctrine, That parliament had no right to lay 
a tax upon America, for the sole purpose of raising a 
revenue. It was a doctrine on which Lord Chatham 
and the chancellor (Lord Camden) formed their ad- 
nunistration, and his grace had concurred in it with all 
his sincerity. Yet the first act of his own administration 
was to impose that tax upon America, which has since 
thrown the whole continent into a flame. The meas- 
ures of the colonies are subversive of the constitution ; 
they manifest a disposition to throw off their depend- 
aoce, and vigorous measures must be enforced at the 
point of the sword.' * 

* There is the same apparent inconsistency,' says the 
late editor of Woodfall's Junius, ' in his being ultimate- 
ly the fi-iend of Lord Camden, who is here [Miscella- 
neous Letters, April 5, 1768] held up to public odium, 
and to Lord Chatham, after having as warmly opposed 
him. But his change of opinion concerning these no- 
blemen was by no means a sudden flight ; it grew upon 
him slowly f and was the result of ihnr Qten change of 
€anduct* 

^ MiscellaneoiM ]>tten, Ifo, I>1, 
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I may here call yoar Mention to a remark made by 
the same editor, which shows a degree of inattention 
truly surprising. He obeerres, that the celebrated Let- 
ter of Jonius to Lord Camden * possesses the peculiar- 
ity of being the only encomutstie letter that ever fell 
from his pen under the signature of Junius.' * Bat 
what could with more propriety be called ^ encomiastic ' 
in the fidlest sense of the word, than the sj^endid eulo- 
gy on Lord Chatham just alluded to f 

Lord Chatham had for some time determined to re- 
sign. The appointment of Lord Hillsborough Secretary 
of State for the Cdonies, was such an outrage of his 
American System, and the achievement of Corsica by 
France was such an abandonment of his European 
policy, that they were the principal causes of his resig- 
.nation. He did not go to Court when he resigned, but 
sent the Privy Seal by Lord Camden. This was the 
last place he held under the Crown.t I am, &c. 

* Woodfiai*B Junius, Prelim. Eflsaj, p. 49, Lond. Ed. 
t Alison's Anecdotes, vol. ii, p. 73. ' 
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LETTER XII. 

Sir, 

I have already mentioned, in general terms, the 
reconciliation which took place in the autumn of 1768 
between Lord Chatham and Lord Temple ; but it re- 
quires some fiirther remarks, as connected with the 
authorship of Junius, and the subsequent public con- 
duct of the former. 

Lord Chatham, as before stated, had deeply lamented 
the difference between himself and his brother; and 
being now freed from the cares of office, and the sus- 
picion of connexion with the court, he sought the friend- 
ship of his brother, Lord Temple, with anxiety and 
sincerity. He made Mr Calcraft his confidant. He 
confessed to him, that almost every body else had be* 
traced him ; his brother had indeed abused him, but it 
was in the warmth of his temper, and in the openness 
of his nature, which was superior to all hypocrisy or 
concealment of disapprobation. Mr Calcrafl approved 
himself a cordial and assiduous mediator. He accom- 
plished their reconciliation ; they had no more diifeF> 
ences afterwards ; and they were, if possible, more affee* 
tionately united than ever they had been, Mr Gren- 
ville perfectly acceded to the union.* 

The respite which Lord Chatham gave himself from 
bU kinds of business, and the happiness he enjoyed in 

* Almon, vol. ii, p. 85. 
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the lecondiktion of his ielatioii8y contribi^ed IvgAj, 
it 18 said, to tlie restoration of his health. 

The next sessioii of Pariiament was opened on the 
9th of January, 1770. The discontents which pervaded 
the whole natkm, stimulated him to the most Yigonom 
exertion of his talents. 

A motion for an address was made. In Lord Chat- 
ham's speech on the address — 'He lamented the mi- 
hi^py measure which had divided the colonies from the 
mother country. He owned his natural partiality for 
America .... That what he had heard of the com- 
binations in America, and of their success in suj^lying 
themselves with goods of their own manufacture, had 
indeed alarmed him much for the commercial interests 
of the mother country ; but he could not conceive in 
what sense they could be called illegal, much less, how 
a declaration of that House could remove the eviL' 

In answer to the speech of Lord Mansfield on the sul^ 
ject of Wilkes's Election, Lord Chatham said : ' The 
Constitution of this country has been openly invaded in 
fact ; and I have heard, with horror and astonishment, 
that very invasion defended upon principle.' 

The amendment proposed to the Address was nega^ 
tived ; but in consequence -of his strong and public 
arraignment of the ministry in this speech, several of 
them resigned. Lord Chatham's information of the 
Cabinet Council, was supposed to have been derived 
from Lord Camden, who, at the time, was Lord Chan^ 
cellor, and he having this day divided with Lord Chail- 
ham, the Great Seal was immediately taken from hiai. 
Mr Yorke was prevailed upon by his majesty to accept 
the seal ; and in a few hours afterwards he put a period 
to his own existence. 
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The reader will recollect all along, that these are the 
times when Junius's Letters weie being published ; and 
that he is incessantly pouring out the strongest invec- 
tives, as well as the most overpowering arguments^ 
against the ministry. 

Notwithstanding the several resignations, some of 
them of the first families of the kingdom, which took 
place at this time, — notwithstanding the general dis- 
jsatisfacticm and ferment which prevailed throughout 
the nation — notwithstanding the recent and tragical 
death of Mr York — still the Court persevered in 
their measures.* 

On the 22d of May, 1770, the Marquis of Rocking- 
ham moved for fixing a day to take into consideration 
the state of the nation. 

The Marquis of Rockingham's speech was answered 
by the Duke of Grafton, to which Lord Chatham re- 
ified. 

The House fixed on the 24th of January for taking 
into consideration the state of the nation. But, there 
being no Lord Chancellor, adjourned to the second of 
February. On the twentyninth of January, four days 
previous to the next debate, the Duke of Graflon re- • 
signed. Even this had no effect upon the Court. The 
Duke of Graflon's place was given to Lord North : he 
was now first Lord of the Treasury, Chancellor of the 
.^Exchequer, and Minister of the House of Commons. 

* The petitions from America, which followed soon after 
those of the people of England, the Court still persevered 
•gainst But the Amerieans being further removed from the 
scene of corruption, were not debilitated by its poison. They 
retained the vigor and virtue of their ancestors. Mmon, 
9 
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Lord Chatham delivered a speech upon the Cinl 
List and the dismission of Lord Camden. He said of 
Lord Camden : ' His integrity has made him once 
more a poor and private man ; he was dismissed for an 
opinion he gave in favor of the right of election in the 
people.' Here Lord Chatham was called to order. 
Some lords called out, to the Bar, to the Bar ! that 
Lord Chatham's words be taken down. Lord Chatham 
seconded the motion, and added, ' I neither deny, re- 
tract, nor explain these words. I do re-affirm the fact, 
and I desire to meet the sense of this House ; I appeal 
to every Lord in the House, whether he has not the 
same conviction.' 

Lord Rockingham, Lord Temple , and many other 
Lords, did upon their honor affirm the same. 

It is an interesting circumstance to Americans in 
the history of this great man, that his disgust and indig- 
nation at the mismanagement of public affairs in Eng- 
land, excited in him a strong desire to end his days in 
America. In his speech on Lord C's motion for an 
address to the king to dissolve the parliament, he said, 
* That though no man prided himself more on his at- 
tachment to his native country, yet the proceedings of 
this people who called themselves its governors, had 
rendered it so disagreeable to him, that was he but ten 
years younger, he would spend the remainder of bis 
days in a country (meaning America), which had al- 
ready given the most brilliant proofs of its independent 
spirit ; nor should my advanced age, continued he, even 
now prevent me, did not considerations of the last con- 
sequence, my bodily infirmities, interfere.' 
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This anecdote of Lord Chatham's partiality for 
America, I may add, is evidence which is entirely con- 
sistent with the whole history of his conduct on the 
American question, and quite inconsistent with the feel- 
ings which Junins constantly expressed towards our 
country. It cannot for a moment he supposed, that 
Lord Chatham would, under a disguise, attack those 
Tery measures which in his public speeches and con- 
duct, he was desirous to carry into effect. 

The value of Lord Temple's friendship and coope- 
ration was justly estimated by Lord Chatham; his 
<^ini<ms and personal services, while they were acting 
together, were of the utmost importance to his measures. 
It is truly extraordinary to see the opinions I have 
quoted from Lord Chesterfield in disparagement of the 
eminent talents of Lord Temple ; * while Lord Chat- 
bam, in parliament, pronounced him to be ' one of the 
greatest characters* the country had produced. Mr 
Wilkes, too; after praising Lord Chatham for his brilliant 
and successful public measures, in speaking of one of 
theifi which would have been of vital importance to 
Ikigland, but which Lord Chatham could not carry 
into execution — I allude to the proposed war against 
Spain — observes, that if the ' written advice ' had been 
l<^lowed, a very few weeks had then probably closed 
the last general war ; although the merit of that advice 
was more the merit of his noble brother [Lord Temple] 
than his own.t 

* Page 8. 

t Junias's Miscellaneous Letters, No. 2, note. 
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Although Lord Chatham and Lord Temple enter- 
tained totally diflerant Opinions upon aome of the poli- 
tical topies of that day, yet it is apparent that the latin- 
had great inflaence over the former. As, for instance, 
on the question of triennial pailiam^its, which Junius 
strongly adrocated. Lord Chatham said, in his reply 
to the Common Council of London in May, 1770, ' I 
am bound to declare that I cannot recommend triennial 
parliaments.* But he afterwards, April 30, 1771, cane 
round to th6 opinion of Lord Temple; declaring him- 
self then to be ' a convert to * triennial parhaments.' f 
Nor is ^s the only instance in which he first (^pposed 
and afterwards adopted the opinions of Lord Tem|de. 

Opinions to the same efS^ct from many anonymous 
writers (^ that time, might be here brought together; 
but they would, of course^ be c^ little weight in com- 
parison With those whose authors we know. I shall 
grre one, however, because it comes fiom no partial 
writcnr, and yet is entirely in accordance with what I 
believe every reader will be convinced was the fact, if 
he examines the subject with care and attention. It is 
from a pamphlet entitled — 'Contrast of Whigs and 
Tories examined,' extracts of which were pubyshed in 
a periodical of the year 1763. 

< With respect to my Lord Temple^ I shall only ob- 
serve, that as the war and Ms management of it, was 
the chief occasion of Mr Pitt's being so much distin- 
guished, so his intimate connexion with Hae gend^nan 

* Woodfairs Junius, Letter 53, note. 

t Ibid., Letter 44, note. See also Parliamentary Debatea of 
that period. 
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idbovenamed was, perhaps, the principal cause why this 
peer became so conspicuous and celebrated.' This 
opinion deserves the more attention, as the writer was 
eridently no friend to Lord Chatham or to Lord Tern- 
I^e.* I add, in a note, as a subject of some interest, 
though not immediately lelevant to the present question, 
a list of some of the great events of that war, which, 
under the ' management of Lord Temple,' was prose- 
cuted with such l»:illiant success.t 



* Gentleman's Magazine, 

f Places taken. 

Emden recovered from the 
French. — Senegal taken. 

Louisburg,' Cape Breton, St^ 
Johns, Fort Frontenac, Fort 
Dnqueene, Goree, Mawnlipar 
tam, Guadaloupe, Maiie-Ga^ 
lante, Deairade, Niagara, Ti- 
conderoga,Surat, Crown Point 
Quebec, Montrea],and all Can- 
ada. 

Dnmet, Dominique, Pondi- 
cbeiry, Belleiele, Martinique, 
Grenada, St Lucie, and the 
Havana ; though this last was 
after he resigned, yet it was in 
consequence of his plans. 

The French army defeated 
at Orevelt, and atMinden ; and 
all the French power in India 
destroyed. 



for August 1763, p. 400. 

Shipping 
Destroyed at StMaloes' ; Ba- 
son and shipping destroyed at 
Cherburg. 

D'Ache's fleet defeated. 

Du Quesne's fleet taken. 

French fleet drove ashore at 
Rochfort by Admiral Hawke. 

Shipping destroyed at Havre. 

French fleet under De la 
Clue taken by Admiral Bos- 
oawen. 

French fleet completely de- 
feated at Quiberon bay. 

Thurot killed and his three 
frigates taken. 

At Bay of Chaleur ; frigates 
and stores destroyed. 

Add to these taken during 
the war, 44 ships of the line, 
61 frigates, 26 sloops of war — 
and her commerce and nine 
tenths of the royal navy des- 
troyed. 
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In the review we hare uken we csnnot but' be stniek 
with the remarkabie fact, how exactly the variotis oo^ 
eimrences in the political and private relations of Lord 
Chatham and Lord' Temple, ham thne to time, corres- 
pond to the various changes in ieelings and temper, 
w^ch show themselves in regard to the fermer, through- 
out the letters written by Junius before amd txfter he 
ad<^ted that well-known name as his constant signa- 
ture. The results which I have thus obtained from a 
comparison of dates and circumstances made with 
much care and patience, have satisfied me, that Lord 
Temple mnst have been the author of the celebrated 
work in question. They have consequently at the same 
time, convinced me, that, notwithstanding the ingenious 
arguments which have been hitherto published by some 
writers. Lord Chathun himself could not have been the 
author. What will be produced by one of our own 
countrymen,* who is said to have an extensive work in 
the press in support of Lord Chatham's claims, I know 
not ; but I cannot yet bring myself to believe it possible 
for the most ingenious and subtle vrriter to give even 
{fusibility to that supposition, if the reader will be at 
the trouble of comparing with it the irresistible argu- 
ments in support of the claims of Lord Temple. In- 
deed I cannot but say, that, so far as I have examined 
the question, the advocates of Lord Chatham have as 
great diffiouhies to contend with, as die advocates of 
some of the other claimants. While on the contrary, 
the hypothesis, that Lord Temple was the author, is 
attended with fewer difficulties than the case of any 

* Dr B. Waterhoose is the writer here alluded to. Edit. 
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atker indiridaal ; indeed, as it strikes my minii, with 
noiliffiMiltieB at aU. I can truly afiriQ, that after the 
iiiQBt. patient study of the suhject .for many years, I- am 
not able to discover any one circumstance of impor* 
tance, that is not perfectly consistent with his having 
been the writer. He had adequate motives for his in* 
qiiisitoriai scrutiny of men and measuxes, and had tal- 
ents to make it widi effect *-— while. the peculiarities of 
his pcditieal relations serve to distii^uish him irom all 
other competitors, whose motives and ability might 
otherwise give them asstrcmg a claim to the authorship. 

I mn, d&c. 



LETTER XIII. 

Sir, 

After the very full consideration given in my preced- 
ing letters to the relation in which Lord Temple stood 
to Lore! Chatham and Mr (George Grenville, it will not 
be necessary to make so minute an examination in res- 
pect to some other individuals^ who in their turns be- 
came the subject of Junius's letters. Bat if we pursue 
the inquiry in relation to those individuals, we shall 
still find everything conmstent with the supposition of 
Lord Temple's being the author of Junius ; and, on 
the contrary, many circumstances wholly inconsistent 
with the claims of any other person. 
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Among those individaals with whom Junius thus 
came in contact, the Fasoorite^ as he was called in the 
language of the day, that b, John Stuart, Earl of Bute, 
was one of the most obnoxious. 

This nobleman, in addition to his being a Scotchman, 
which of itself seems to haye been enough to call down 
the wrath of Junius upon any man, was well known to 
have had a commanding influence over the late king, 
George the Third, who had then recently come to the 
throne. The tuition of the king, while prince, had 
been committed to Lord Bute. During the life of his 
grandfather, the prince had been brought up in a state 
of retirement, and was totally free from juvenile exces- 
ses. His filial, paternal, and other affections, were very 
strong. Those whom he loved, he loved fervently ; in 
that number was his tutor, the Earl of Bute.* A bi- 
ographer of Lord Chatham says that the Earl of Bute's 
' temper was recluse and reserved. The sciences to 
which he was attached were those that consist in cold 
and minute investigation. He was hesitating, prevari- 
cating, and timid With that conceit of his 

own talents, which solitude is calculated to inspire, he 
formed no less a plan than to drive from the helm of 
affairs the most popular -^ I had almost said the ablest — 
minister by whom it was ever guided ; and to seize 
(mce for all the government of a mighty kingdom. He 
began by turning to account that dislike, which was in- 
sensibly gaining ground, to the Continental System. 
He carefully disseminated those principles, and held 
forth his pupil as the deliverer of England from so enor* 

* BiBgett's History of George III, vol. i, ch. 1. 
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moos a KmrdeB. In the next place, he examined the 
materials of which the administration was cont^KMed. 
Thej were heterogeneous and dissimifatf . Nothing bat 
the predominant abilities of Mr Pitt had kept them to* 
gether for so long a time. Of the two leaders, Mr Fox 
had a personal animosity to the Secretary; and the 
Dake of Newcastle looked back with regret to the time 
til which he had so impotently wielded the goremmeot 
of his country without control. The path of the Fa- 
vorite was, in this case, obvious and ea8y«^ He oortered 
into an intimate connexion with Mr Fox .... Of the 
Duke of Newcastle, weak and aspiring, he boogbt the 
assistanoe at a ohei^er rate, by flattering the finid ex* 
peotations he had formed ^m the fall of his rival. 

* The influence of the Secretary was now sensihly de- 
clining. One of the most atriking symptoms^ «ad which 
ought to have given him the most serious alarm, was 
tiie dismission of his faithful associate, Mr L^gge, from 
the snperintendency of the finances. But, as he had 
always aeled alone, and not enlisted himself in a party, 
so he seems never to have formed any violent attach- 
ments. He probaUy considered his inflneiice as of a 
species of its own, and necessarily uncontrollable. The 
Earl of Bute was at the same time appinnUd Secreiary 
of State with Mr Pitt' 

At length, in one of his most important measures^ 
his proposed anticipation of Spain in the dedaration 
of war before mentioned, Mr Pitt found himself suddenly 
and invincibly prevmited. He found the whole of the 
eonncil, with the single excepticm of Earl Temple, di- 
viding against him. It is said that this question was 
three times under discussion ; but Mr Piil finding his 
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eiforts anarailiii^, in consequence, as he and his friends 
believed, of the influence of Lord Bute, resolved that 
this should be the last time he would sit in the council ; 
adding the memorable declarati<m which gave great 
offisnce — that he ' could not remain in a situation that 
made him responsible for measures which he was no 
longer allowed to guide.' Lord Orford (Walpole), in 
one of his letters of that time, observes upon this — 
' He (Mr Pitt) and Lord Temple have declared against 
the whde cabinet council. Why, that they have done 
before now, and yet have acted with them again ; it is 
very true. But a little word has escaped Mr Pitt, which 
never entered into his former declarations ; nay, nor 
into Cromwell's, nor Hugh Capet's, nor Julius Cssar's, 
nor any reformer's of modem or ancient times. He 
has happened to say he will guide. Now, though the 
cabinet council are mighty willing to be guided when 
they cannot help it, yet they wish to have appearances 
saved ; they cannot be fond of being told that they are 
to be guided, still less that other people should be told 
so.'* 

The Earl of Bute soon afterwards became first Lord 
of the Treasury and the director of affairs. But the 
resignation of Mr Pitt, effected under such circun^ 
stances, and the virul^t attacks upon him, which were 
supposed to be patronised by Lord Bute, contributed to 
render this nobleman daily more unpopular. He was 
considered as an abettor of arbitrary power ; as hold- 
ing his oflSce merely through favoritism, and as not 
entitled to it by his abilities, nor fitted for it by his prin* 

* Lord Orford'* Jjettew. 
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ciples. This idea of his arbitrary notions of govern- 
ment was farther increased from the place of his origin 
and his name. He was a native of Scotland, where 
there had been many Jacobites — whence he was siq^ 
posed to be a Jacobite himself — and as a Shuart, at- 
tached to the exiled family, at least to their polidcai 
doctrines. In his administration, he had fireqnentiy 
removed Englishmen of known and respectable charac- 
ters, to make room for Scotchmen, who, however res- 
pectable, were not known, and were presumed to be 
the abettors of arbitrary power. Few ministers have 
been more generally hated than Lord Bate was by the 
English nation.* 

With regard to the present inquiry, there were, as 
we have seen, strong reasons for the personal antipathy 
of Lord Chatham and Lord Temjde towards the Earl 
of Bute. It is justly observed in Henm's Junius (Notes 
on the Letter to the King), that there was this, among 
other reasons, for the dismissal of Mr Legge^ which has 
been alluded to. ' All whom Lord Bute could consult, 
whether whigs or tories, agreed in one conunon desire 
to see the pride of Pitt and the CfrenviUes humbled, and 
to see them driven from office before they should be 
able to fortify themselves in it too strongly to be remov- 
ed. But they could not be abruptly dismissed, and 
were therefore to be first gradually weakened. Legge 
was the limb, which their party would, with the least 
shrinking, suffer to be lopped off. He had shewn him- 
self to be not absolutely incapable of betraying them, 
nor did he possess the whole confidence of Mr Pitt.' t 

* Bissett's George III. 

t Heron's Juniiu, vol. ii, page 49, note. 
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A eonvioiioii that Lord Bute had a settled determine 
tionof thus hnmbluig the family of which Lord Temi^ 
was the head, would akme have powerfully stimulated the 
party who was the object of the plan. But there were 
various other occorreBeeSy which particidarly operated 
to produce this effect ia the mind of Lcurd Temple. I 
will ask your attention to some of the more striking 
ones. On the occasion I hare already mentioned (at 
page 65), a personal dilute between them, upon the 
existence of certain intelligence, when Lord Bute de- 
clared in parliament, upon his honor ^ that there was no 
such intelligence, which Lord Temple, upon his hoBor 
also affirmed wcis received ; and he compelled Lord 
Bute to acknowledge that he ' recollected something of 
it' On another occasion, while the excise bill was 
pending in parliament, the city of London presented a 
petition to the House of Commons against it ; and 
moreover threatened to petiticm every branch of the 
legislature. Lord Bute was alarmed at the threat to 
jHreaent a petition to the king ; and Sir John Phillips, 
one of his confidants, assured the city committee, in 
Lord Bute's name, that if they would withhold their pe- 
tition to the king. Lord Bute would promise and engage 
upon his honor, that the act slKiuld be repealed the 
next year. One of the committee answered — * Who 
ican undertake for Lord Bute being minbter next year, 
or for his influence over parliament?' This attempt to 
cerate upon the city committee being unsuccessful, 
another was made, at a private interview at Lord Bute's 
house, where the same promise was made to Sir James 
Hodges, town cJerk of the city, who reported it to the 
city committee in Guildhall ; but they treated it with con- 
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tempt. The petitions were accordingly presented to the 
Lords and to the king ; bfui without effect. The peti- 
tion to the House of Lords was presented bj Lord Teia«- 
pie, March 28th, 1763, and on the second reading of 
the bill, in the course of his fl^>eech he mentioned the 
<J)ore circumstance of Lord Bute's ttampering with the 
dty committee. Upon which Lord Bute got up and as- 
sured the House, that the whole was a factious lie. 
This assertion, as Almon obeenres, was not only too 
coarse but too strong to pass unnoticed. The corpora^ 
tion of the city of London immediately instituted an in* 
quiry into the affair ; when Sir JiCtnes Hodges, the town 
clerk, acquitted himself to the satisfaction of the whole 
court, by a candid and fair narration of the preceding 
facts ; and offered to make oaih to them. From this 
inquiry, Almon adds, ' it was indisputably clear who was 
the Mar ;^ and he subjoins, as a note on this passage, 
the following remarkable ' Portrait^* which is evidently 
intended for Lord Bute. Almon does not inform us 
who was the author of this ^ portrait ; ' but the senti- 
ments in respect to Lord Bute, and the manner, bear a 
resemblance to Junius ; and, if it had not been the pro- 
duction of Lord Temple himself, I have a strong belief, 
that we should have had from his friend Almon scmie in- 
formation or conjectures as to its author. 

* A PORTRAIT, DRAWN IN THE YEAR 1776. 

* To draw a character so much beneath the honors of 
portraiture, would need apology, if the caprice of for- 
tune in a fit of ill humour against this nation, had not, 
by giving the original a situation for which Nature had 
never designed him, raised him into notice, and made 
10 
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hiin, in the conseqaences, an object of the publie cosr 
cern. It is onJy then for the most candid motive of a 
public utility, to atone for the ignobleness of the i^tbob^ 
age whose portrait is here exhibited ; faithfully taken^ 
feature by feature, without any the least caricature, and 
too fatally fulfilling the idea of a favorite without merit 

' Constitutionally false, without system, and in the most 
ci^ital points, greatly to his own disadvantage, so ; be- 
ing in fact neither true to others nor to himself: IutqIt- 
ed by the necessity of his nature, in that vicious circle 
of being false because weak, and weak because false. 

' Reserved j inwardf and darksome ; sequestered m 
some measure from so<$iety, taking covert in the shades 
of embowered life, as Hie refuge of vanity from the 
wounds of contempt. Clandestine without concealment 
— sad without sorrow — domestic without familiarity — 
haughty without elevatiim ; nothing great, nothing noble 
having ever marked his character, or illustrated Ihs 
conduct, public or private. Reducing everything to his 
own ideas, that standard of littleness, that mint of &1- 
sity. Stubborn without firmness, and ambitious with- 
out spirit. A frigid friend, a mean enemy. Nause- 
ously bloated with a stupid, rank, quality pride, without 
the air, the ease, the manners, the dignity of a gendemao. 
Ungenerous without any very extraordinary note of 
avarice ; ba( rather so through that poverty of head and 
heart, from which so many people of fortune hug them- 
selves on what they imagine saved by the omission of 
some little circumstance that honor, justice, or taste 
required of them, though by that little so saved they not 
only lose the much they will have sacrificed to their va- 
rious objects of vanity, but where they bespoke admira* 
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tioii find no returns for their expense bnt'just censure 
and derision. And surelj in this point of vulgar error^ 
among the low understandings in high life, this poor 
man was not bom to break herd. 

* Bookish without learning, in his library of parade as 
insensible and unconversable on the great objects of 
literature, as one deaf and dumb questioned on a con- 
cert of music ; as little of a judge as a blind man in a 
gallery of pictures. A dabbler in the fine arts, without 
grace, without taste. A traveller through countries 
without seeing them, and totally unacquainted with his 
own. 

* In a dull lingenial solitude, muddling away what 
leisure he may have fi^m fali^ politics, and ruinous 
counsels, in stuffing his portfolios with penny prints and 
pretty pictures of colored samples, those gazing-traps of 
simpletons, and garnishing his knicknackatory with me- 
chanical toys, baubles, and gimcracks, or varying his 
nonsense with little tricks of chemistry, while all these 
folile puerilities have been rendered still more futile by 
the gloom' of a solemn visage, ridiculously exhibiting 
the preternatural character of a grave child. Baga- 
telles these, which it would doubtless be impertinent, 
SKberai, and even uncharitable to mention, were it not 
for the apprehension of his having inspired this most 
UBiroyal taste for trifles where it could not exist, but at 
^e .expense of a time and attention, of which the na- 
tion could not be robbed without capital detriment to 
it ; a circumstance this, that must draw down a ridicule 
upon his master,- not to be easily shaken off, and as 
much more hurtful to a Prince than a calumny of a 
graver nature, as contempt is ever more fatal to govern- 
ment than even fear or hatred. 
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falsest notions of men and things, and espeeiallj of 
maxims of state, of which himself never had so mach 
as an elementary idea ; thas delivered up to such a tu- 
tor, how could the disciple possibly escape such a combi- 
nation ? What of essentially wise or magnanimous 
could he learn from such a pedlar in politics and man- 
ners ? No one can impart what himself never had. 
Honor, gratitude, dignity of sentiment, energy of sin- 
cerity, comprehensiveness of views, were not in him to 
inculcate. Obstinacy, under the stale disguise of firm- 
ness ; the royalty of repairing a wrong by persisting in 
it, the plausible decencies of private life, the petty mo- 
ralities, the minutenesses of public arrangements, the 
preference of dark juggle, mystery, and low artifice, to 
the frank, open spirit of government ; the abundant 
sufSciency of the absence of great vices, to atone for 
the want of great virtues ; a contempt of reputation, 
and especially that execrable absurdity in the sovereign 
of a free people, the neglect of popularity ; were all 
that the hapless pupil could possibly learn from such a 
preceptor. Moulded by such an eternal tutorage, im- 
perceptibly formed not to govern, but to be governed ; 
and from being the lawful possessor of a great empire, 
converted into the being himself the property of a little 
silly subject ; stolen thus away from himself, what re- 
mains for us but ardently to pray that, before it is too 
late, he may be restored to himself; that he may at 
length enter into the genuine spirit of royalty, assume 
the part he was born to, and have a character of his 
own : May he quit a borrowed darkness for native light, 
never more to exhibit, in any the least degree, the copy 
of an original, whom not to resemble would surely be 
10* 
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the honor 1 Let him give us the flovereiga himself not 
the £ivorite at second hand, or what is still worse yet, 
the favorite's cammis* at second hand ! And in this 
deprecation of detriment and dishonor to himself, there 
can questionless be nothing disloyal or disrespectful. 

' This testimcMiy of a genuine sentiment takes Inrth 
too naturally from the subject with which it is connect- 
.ed to appear a digression ; though in such a cause, aBd 
in 3uch a crisis of the times, I should have judged evea 
the digressiveness meritorious, and certainly alone the 
best apology for a portrait, the exhibkion of which, 
irom any motive of pique or personaUty, would be infi- 
nitely beneath the meanest of daubers. 

' Here it would be perfectly insignificant to search out 
the distinction, without a deference to the puUio, 
whether or not the favorite, after that scandalous deser- 
tion, wlien he as abjectly sneaked out of an ostensiUe 
office in the state, as he had arrogantly strutted into it, 
retains individually by himself, or by his appointment of 
others, the power of continuing that infernal chaos, into 
which he from the first plunged affairs, at the time tha^ 
through his cloudy imbecility, it so soon thickened in 
the clear of the fairest horizon that ever tantalised a 
country with the promise of meridian splendour. It is 
enough to observe, that since his having delivered up, 
to his own parasites, that master whom he thus made 
the centre of their paltry cabals, and the prey of ihek 
sordid rapaciousness, it appears, at least from the idan* 
tity of spiritlessness, of insensibility to honor, of want 
of plan, and of the total disorder in which we see things 

* Charles Jenkinson, now Earl of Liverpool. 
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fixrerer langoishing, tkatthe same destructive impulsion 
sdli subsists ; while nmie could c<^latorally be admitted 
into any participation of trust, but such as would wink 
hard, and at least pret^id not to seti through that gross 
illusion, with which a natural deare of not appearing 
to be governed, might blind a Prince, without imposing 
on any but himself. The joke of holding committees 
with respective ministers of departments passes on no 
one. In vain would the master take blame upon him* 
self, and father errors not his own. The wires of mo- 
tion to the will have been too clumsily worked not to be 
seen, however they may not have been felt. Add, that 
the primary cause may, by the fairest investigation, be 
brought home to that unhappy man whom chance had 
thrown into a channel of power to do much good, or 
much mischief. The last he has mechanically done, 
without, perhaps, much meaning it, coming upon the 
scene with absolutely everything in his favor, except 
himself. All prejudice then apart, mark in him, to his 
Prince a tutor without knowledge, a minister without 
ability, a favorite without gratitude ; the very anti-ge- 
nius of politics ; the curse of Scotland ; the disgrace 
of his master ; the despair of the nation ; and the dis- 
dain of history.' 

In addition to the preceding circumstances, showing 
the extreme animosity of Lord Temple against Ix)rd 
Bate, I beg leave to recal to your recollection someoth- 
^ps which have been before alluded to in another con- 
nexion. On the occasion, for instance, when he was 
pressed by Lord Eglintoun to wait only five or even 
three minntes (as stated at page 75), as soon as he dis- 
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covered that it was for the purpose of having an inter- 
riew with Lord Bate, he uttered himsdf in the vehe- 
ment language which has been already quoted (p. 76). 
At another time, When requested to take a place in the 
ministry, as soon as he was informed that Lord North- 
umberland (then Lord Lieutenant of Leland), was in- 
tended for the head of the treasury, he declared that he 
would never come into office unckr Lard Bute^s jLtfif- 
tenant ; and the conference was thus broken oC Agam, 
when overtures were made for an aceommodaHma with 
Lord Bute, he in the most decided manner declared 
* he would have no concern in the matter.' And his 
confidential friend, Mr Hamilton, ^ knowing his lewd- 
ship's temper and resolution with respect to Lord BtUe,^ 
was unwilling warmly to recommend the measure (a^ 
p. 72). These feelings towards Lord Bute must have 
been not a little influenced by the belief, that notwith- 
standing all his caution and foresight, he was neverthe- 
less, according to Almon, at last ' completely duped ' 
by Lord Bute for some time, and fell into his snare.* 
If it were entirely correct, as here stated, that Lwd 
Bute had completely doped him, he never could have 
sufficiently despised the act or its author. We cannot 
wonder, that the man who had so high a sense of honor 
as Lord Temple had, should not tamely put up with 
such a contemptible manoBUvre, and which evinced such 
a total want of that manly virtue as Lord Bute had 
shown. Accordingly, the wrath of Junius against Lord 
Bute never abates ; and of his hypocrisy he has such a 
thorough detestation, that even he can hardly command 
language strong enough to express his feelings. 

I am, &Ci 

* Anecdotes^ vol, ii, p. C. 
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LETTER XIV. 

Sir, 

With such feelings towards Lord Bute it is not 
Btrange that Lord Tem{^ should have entertained the 
i^inions expressed in Junius's letters of the royal pupil', 
whose heart and head had been under the guidance of 
Buch an instructer. The education of this prince, the 
first Eaglishman bom, <^ the reigning family, had been 
B subject of great interest to the nation ; and the lead- 
ers of the different parties were extremely desirous to 
obtain an influence orer him ; but the influence of Lord 
Bute, for the reasons before mentioned, overpowered all 
others. In Dodington's Diary ^ there is a very remark- 
able Memorial on the subject of the prince's education, 
purporting to ccrnie firom several ' noblemen and gentle* 
men.' We are not informed who was the author of it; 
but I believe it must have been written by Lord Tem- 
ple ; as I shdl endeavor to show presently, by bringing 
into one view, the situation of the Pitt and Grenville 
party at the time, and comparing their language with 
that of the Memorial. I was fiilly, convinced of this 
on the first reading of it ; but I have since found some 
facts in support of this opinion. The memorial itself 
is so civious a paper, and is so intimately connected 
with the private histcury of these times, that I shall in- 
sert it at large. It is said to have been sent by the penny- 
post enclosed in a cover to General Hawley, on the 20th 
of December, 1752, and is referred to in Dodington's 
Diary (3d Edition, p. 200), which ' it will be recollected 
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was not published, when Jiinias wiote. The Memorial 

is as follows : — 

< A HXMOBIAI. OF SKVKRAL BOBLSMEH AMD GEMTLBMSIT OF THE 

FIB8T BANK AMD FORTVMS. 

' The Memorialists represent — That the education of 
a Prince of Wales is an object of the utmost importance 
to the whole naticm ; that it ought always to be intrust- 
ed to noblemen of the most unblemished honor, and to 
Prelates of the most distinguished virtue, of the most 
accomplished learning, and of the most unsuspected 
principles, with regard to government both in Church 
and State. That the misfortunes which the nation for«- 
merly suffered, or escaped, under King Charles I, King 
Charles II, and King James II, were owing to the bad 
education of those Princes, who were early initiated in 
maxims of arbitrary power. That for a faction to en- 
gross the education of a Prince of Wales to themselves, 
excluding men of probity and learning, is unwarranta* 
ble, dangerous and illegal : That to place men about 
the Prince of Wales, whose principles are suspected, 
and whose belief in the mysteries of our faith is doubt* 
fdl, has the most mischievous tendency, and ought just- 
ly to alarm the friends of their country and of the Pro* 
testant succession : — That for a Minister to support 
low men, who were originally improper for the high 
trust to which they were advanced, after complaints 
made of dark suspicions, and unwarrantable methods 
made use of by such men in their plan of education, 
and to protect and countenance such men in their inso* 
lent and unheard of behaviour to their superiors, is a 
foundation for suspecting the worst designs in such a 
ministry, and ought to make all good men apprehen* 
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sive of the ambition of these ministers : That it being 
notorious, that books inculcating the worst maxims of 
government, and defending the most avowed tyrannies, 
have been put into the hands of the Prince of Wales, 
it cannot but affect the memorialists with the most mel- 
ancholy apprehensions, when they find that the men 
who had the honesty and the resolution to complain of 
such astonishing methods of instructions, are driven 
away from court, and the men who have dared to teach 
such doctrine are continued in trust and favor : That 
the security of this government being built on Whig 
principles, and alone supported by Whig zeal ; that the 
establishment of the present Royal Family being set- 
tled in the timely overthrow of Ctueen Anne's last min- 
istry, it cannot but alarm all true Whigs to hear of 
schoolmasters, of very contrary principles, being thought 
of for preceptors ; and to see none but the friends and 
pupils of the late Lord Bolingbroke entrusted with the 
education of a prince, whose family that very Lord en- 
deavored by his measures to exclude, and by his writ- 
ings to expel, from the throne of these kingdoms : That 
there being great reason to believe that a noble lord has 
accused one of the preceptors of Jacobitism, it is as- 
tonishing that no notice has been taken of a complaint of 
ao high a nature : On the contrary, the accused person 
continues in the same trust, without any inquiry into 
the ground of the charge, or any steps taken by the 
accused to purge himself of a crime of so black a dye : 
That no satisfaction being given to the governor and 
preceptor, one of whom, though a nobleman of the 
most unblemished honor, and the other a prelate of the 
most unbiassed virtue, have been treated in the grossest 
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lerois of abuse by a menial serrant of the fan^y, it is 
defecatory to his majesty's authority, under which they 
acted, is on affront to the Peerage^ and an otUrage to 
the dignity of the Church.* That whoerer advised 
the refusal of an audience to the Bishop of Norwich, 
who was so justly alarmed at the wrong methods 
which he saw taken in the education of the Prince 
of Wales, is an enemy to his country, and can Qnly 
mean at least to govern by a faction which intends 
to overthrow the government and restore the exiled 
and arbitrary house of Steuart : That to have a Scots^ 
num, of a most disaffected family, and allied in the 
nearest manner to the Pretender's first ministers, con- 
sulted in the education of the Prince of Wales, and 
entrusted with the most important secrets of govern- 
ment, must tend to alarm and disgust the friends of the 
present Royal Family, and to encourage the hopes and 
attempts of the Jacobites: Lastly, the memorialists 
cannot help remarking, that the three or four low, dark, 
suspected persons, are the only men whose station is 
fixed and permanent ; but that all the great offices and 
officers are so constantly varied and shuffled about, to 
the disgrace of this country, that the best persons ap- 
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An outrage to the dignity of the Church.* Memorial. 

* OtUraged and oppressed as we are, &c.' * Are out- 

,raged by an unwarrantable stretch of prerogative.' Junius ^ 1st 
Letter. 

Outraged — < This is a participle, from a noun violently forced 
to act the part of a verb. Its use is not very compatible -with 
genuine purity and cqrrectness of writing. It is sometixaes, 
however, highly energetic and expressive.' 

J^otc to HeroTi'a Juniais, 
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prehend there is a settled design in these low and sus- 
pected people to infuse such jealousies, caprices, and 
fickleness, into the two ministers whose confidence they 
engross, as may render this government ridiculous and 
contemptible, and facilitate the revolution which the 
memorialists think they have but too much reason to 
fear is meditating. God preserve the King.' 

In addition to the general tone and manner of this 
memorial, which strongly resemble Junius, I think the 
following extracts fix>m different sources, tend to cor- 
roborate the opinion that the author of Junius, who- 
ever he was, and the author of this Memorial, were the 
same person. They show, 'ks indeed the whole history 
of the times demonstrates, a settled, unchangeable plan 
of Lord Bute, which be completely executed, to keep 
possession of the king ; and, as a necessary part of this 
plan, to destroy by every possible means, the influence 
of the Grenville family, of whom Lord Temple was the 
head, and probably most feared. It will be well here, 
as in former instances, to attend to dates. The Memo- 
rial was sent, it seems, by the penny-post, on the 20th 
of December, 1752. I now give some extracts. 

First, from Almon's Anecdotes of the Life of Lord 
Chatham. 

* March 30, 1752. The king went to Hanover ; dur- 
ing his majesty's absence, there was a great deal of in- 
triguing and negotiating among all parties. But in 
every one of these negotiations, Mr Pitt and the Chen" 

viUes were totally omitted Mr Pitt's weight of 

character in the House excited the jealousy of the prin- 
11 
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peisons in office. He treated the Bake of New- 
castle ia Buch a manner, that if he had not dreaded 
him, he would hare diamtssed him ; for he held tiie 
post of Paymaster. The Duke complained of Mr 
Pitt's hanteur to his confidential friend, Mr Stone, wlio 
advised his Grace to tmerio^k it, soj^ng it would be most 
prudent: V^. I, page 218. 

It must be remembered, that these anecdotes, as Mr 
Almon says, were principally supplied by Lord Tem- 
ple. The wary reply of Mr Stone, discovers the true 
Scotch character, as drawn by Junius. 

From Dodington's Diary : 

' December 5, 1752. Lcjo'd Harcourt resigned being 
governor to the Prince, He offered to do so, unless 
Mr Stone (placed as sub-governor by the minister), Mr 
Scott, tutor in the late princess* time, but recommended 
by Lord Bolingbroke, and Mr Cresset, made treasurer 
by the princess' recommendation, were removed. The 
king desired him to consider of it, but Lord Harcourt 
continuing in the same resolution, the Archbishop and 
Lord Chancellor, were sent to him to know the parti- 
culars of his complaints against these gendemen. He 
replied that the particulars were fit only to be communi- 
cated to the king ; he waited on his majesty, which ended 
in his resignation. 

* Dec, 18. Lord Waldegrave declared governor to 
the Prince ; on 20tb, sworn into office.' 

22d. * I was with the Duke of Dorset. We talked 
over the affair of the prince's family, and agreed that 
there must be a counter, story of the court side, or tbe 
RESiGNERS lOouM run away with the public opinion,* 
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38. 'I waked on the princess; she was pleased tii 
tend the royal ehtldren to prayer», and to stay with me. 
She said there had been fine doings in our family ; there 
was such an outcry at two people leaving them, as if 
they were the most eonsiderable men in the nation* 
^hat she knew nothing of Jacohitism beii^ attempted 
or being instilled into the children. As ibr Lord Hav* 
court, she had hardly seen him three times the whole 
•nmmer ; the last time she saw him was at the birth- 
day ; he attempted to avoid her ; she got between the 
door and him, and took him by the coat (Nov. 27), and 
said it was very fine ; he said, Madam, it is all of the 
manufacture of Spitalfield, and so walked o£ The 
Tuesday before he had been with the king to represent 
that her children were in the way of imbibing danger* 
ous notions, &c. That he had no authority, and could 
do no good unless Stone, Cresset, and Scott, were dis* 
missed ; that they were Jacobites, d&c., and had been 
hred so, and their families.' 

* I told the princess of Ik Newton, a popular preacher 
of St Giles's, having received an anonymous Letter, 
aetting forth the dangerous way the Prince's education 
was left, putting it to him as a duty to take notice of it 
m the pulpit ; but I did not tell her of the anonymous 
Letter, which was sent to Gen. Hawley on the 20th 
Dec. ; it was a sort of remonstrance to the king from 
the whig nobility, setting ibrth the great concern for 
the Prince's education, that government was entirely 
trusted to two, one of which had the absolute direction 
of the Prince, and was of a Tory family, and bred iii 
•ttdbilrary principles, and the o4iier who was bred apro- 
Atied J a c obit e , of ; a declared Jaoobite faituly, wfanfe 
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brother was now at Rome, was a favorite of the Pre- 
leader, and even his Secretary of State. In short, the 
corollary was, that Murray [Lord Mansfield, then Soli- 
citor Greneral], and Stone governed this country. This 
letter was sent to Gen. Hawley, and by him handed to 
the Secretary of State. They very much intrigued to 
find oat whence it camef and who was the author J 

Page 200. 

Jan. 9, 1753. * The Bishop of Peterborough made 
Preceptor to the Prince of Wales.' 

Feb. 8. * The princess said to me, " there is a story 
about of the Bishop having said, that Murray, the So- 
licitor General, when he was first appointed, told him 
that Lord Harcourt was only a cypher ; that, as he (the 
Bishop) had parts and abilities, he might easily get the 
whole into his own hands ; at the same time advised 
him not to omit so fair an opportunity : that she be- 
lieved it a lie. But if true, the Bishop must he a had 
man, to betray the private advice of a friend* '* This 
Dodington terms a very singular conversation. Page 212. 

Feb, 15. 'The cabinet met, and sat late, on the 
strange imputation of Bishop Johnson's, Messrs Stone 
and Murray being Jacobites, and having drank the 
Pretender's health, at Vernon's, the Linen-Draper, 
about twenty years ago.' 

March 3, 1753. ' The princess informed me that Mr 
Stone was determined to prosecute Mr Fosset for de&- 
jnation; his Council was the Sc^icitor General and 
others.' 

6 'The Solicitor General informed me (Dodiii^ 
ton), that he was brought in by implicatiiHi only, that 



ftoDt was priaeiiNdiy mQiift <«k1 namedby Lmrd Re^ 
vwsw^rih^ from what Fosset had said to him in private 
oonveiaation. Tile sdicitor seems muoh alarmed at 
thepiotpeet of the Tqpeai of the Regency bill, and said 
all I said was tnie^ and that they tmui act or beundaaeJ 

Page 224L 

From Junius : 

' ' His (Lord Mansfield's) pat^n, whose health he once 
was so anxious for, is. dead ; but the son of that unfor- 
tunate Prinoe sur?ives, and I dare say, will be ready to 
receive him.' Letter 61, Philo-Junius. 

' Lord Chatham told me more than t^ years ago, thai 
be thougbl; Morray [Lord Mansfield], the worst and 
most dangerous man in the kingdom/ Wilkes to Junius. 

Jnnius to the Ring. 

* It is not, however, too late to correct the errors of 
your education. We are still inclined to make an indul- 
^nt allowance for. the permciffus lessons you reaived 
m yomr youth. The plan of tutelage and fbture do^ 
minion over the heir apparent, laid- many years ago set 
Carlton-house between the princess dowager and her 
fiivorite, the Earl of Bute, was as gross and palpable as 
that which was concerted between Ann of Austria and 

Cardinal Mazarine, to govern Lewis XI Y * A 

tittle personal motive of pique and resentment was suffi- 
cient to remove the ablest servants of the crown.' Ju- 
nius. Note by Junius — * One of the first acts of the 
present reign, was to dismiss Mr Legge, because he had 
refused to yield bis interest in Hampshire to a Scotch- 
man, recommended by Lord Bute.' Note by Heron — 
* There was another reason for Mr Legge's dismissal. 



AB whom Bate eotdd'eonsail, agreed wtlie deaketfi 
•ee the pride of JPitt and the OrmviOes kmmiUL 
Le^e was the limb which this party would, with de 
least shrinkiDg, sufier to be loj^ped off. He did not pee- 
their whole confideoee.' Vol. ii, p. 49. 



Letter to the King, again : 

' Neither from America nor Ireland can your Majesty 
look for assistance. Ton are not, however, destitute 
of every appearance of support ; you have all the Jaco> 
bites, Non-jurors, Roman Catholics and Tories of this 
country; and all Scodand without exception. Their 
zeal begins with hypocrisy, and most conclude in 
treachery. At first they deceive, at last they betray. As 
to the Scotch, I must suf^iose your heart and under- 
standing so biassed from your earUesi infancy ^ in tbeir 
favor, that nothing less than your own misfortune can 
undeceive you.' Heron's Junius, p. 61, 62. 

* The mistaken Prince, who looks for friendship, will 
find a fav&ritey and in that favorite the ruin of his 
ftfairs.' Letter to the King, p. 70. 

Junius to Lord Mansfield — 'Permit me to begin 
with paying a just tribute to Scotch sincerity, wherever 
I find it. You had some original attachments, which 
you took every opportunity to acknowledge. The 
liberal spirit of youth prevailed over your native discre- 
tion. Your zeal in the cause of an unhappy prince was 
expressed with the sincerity of wine, and some of the 
solemnities of religion.' Note by Junius — ' This man 
wad always a rank Jacobite. Lord Ravensworth pro- 
duced the most satisfactory evidence of his having fire- 
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qnendj. dnmk the PMemcter'a heahh Q{n» hitf knees.' 
Loud Mansfield's brother was confidential Secretary to 
the Pretender ; and Lord Mansfield, when Mr Murray, 
and Stone (who had been private secretary to the 
Bake of Newcastle), were aj^inted to aa importam 
trust in the education of our present king, whea 
Prince of Wales.' Heron's Notes on Letter to Lord 
Mansfield. 

The circumstances above stated in relation t)t> the 
king — his education under Lord Bute, and the entire 
surrender of himself to him, at least, as Lord Temple 
believed — and the continual hostility of Lord Bute to 
(he Grenvilie family — undoubtedly produced their 
natural effect on the lofty spirit of Lord Temple ; and 
the royal pupil was thus obliged to share with his former 
tutor that indignation which, under other circumstances, 
might have been reserved for the devoted head of the 
minister only. Perhaps, too, the aninwwifcy of Lord 
Temple to the reigning family, might have begun in 
the time of the king's father, George the Second. In 
the memorable case of Admiral Byng, Lord Temple's 
independent conduct had excited the displeasure of the 
king. That Admiral's only fault, according to Almon, 
was * acting with too much prudence. He was sacri- 
ficed through the managemen^f Lord Hardwick, to 
screen Lord Anson. When the court-martial was or- 
dered upon Admiral Byng, they contrived to have a 
certain Admiral at Portsmouth, upon whom they could' 
rely, for President; had not Lord Temple, who was 
first Lord of the Admiralty, prevented it by placing 
Admiral Smith there, a senior officer. George the 
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Second h%A yielded to lUi WM wi yfit against tlie us* 
fertonate admiral; and he mas kighfy ofatded witk 
Lord Temple for defeating ii.^ • 

These penonal fedings, together with the general 
object of Lord Tefliple^s party, the wfaiga, who hoped 
to force th^naelvea into the administration, sufficiently 
account for the bitterness towards the sotereign, which 
is displayed in the celebrated Letter of Junius to the 
King, and for the publication of which, the printer, 
WoodfaU, was prosecoted by the Atlomey-Cteneral.t 

t am, d£«. 

* Almoa't Aneedotet, vol. i, p. SSO* 

t It may be obserred here, hy the way, that the Letter to the 
King was in a different handwriting from the others of JunioB ; 
Mr Batler, in his ReminiecenceSydeflcribeB it as ^ a very regular, 
itaid hand; no difference between the hair stroke and the body 
of the letters ; * and a writer, quoted by Mr Barker, jostly won* 
ders, that Mr Woedfidl dees not give a ftc-«iniile of it, aa he hia 
4am of other IttfeKS*' ikrker's XeHsrs, Prrfaee, pege xxnr. 

Editor. 
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LETTER XV. 

Sir, ^ 

Among the celebrated men of the period when Ju- 
nius wrote, no one was more severely attacked by him 
than Lord Mansfield — and the question is oflen asked, 
what motive could Junius have for the severity of his 
language towards that eminent character. I answer—* 
In the first place, his unconquerable antipathy to all 
Scotchmen, especially to those, who had any connexion 
with Lord Bute or his party. In the next place, the 
devotedness of Lord Mansfield to the Stuarts, especially 
the Pretender, whose health had been his favorite toast 
— the high tory principles, and political rancour of thaJt 
Judge ; and the hatred which he believed him to enter- 
tain against Lord Chatham, his brother-in-law and po- 
litical colleague. He probably also attributed to Lord 
Mansfield the decision by which Mr Pitt, after a long 
contest in law, had lost, for a time, the Pynsent estate, 
.which I have already mentioned, was given to him by 
Sir William Pynsent ; the decision, however, was after- 
wards reversed. But without going into too many de- 
tails, it will l)e fiufficient to recollect, that Lord Temple, 
acting with Lord Chatham, would naturally have the 
same feelings towards their common adversary. Now 
Lord Chatham's hostility to Lord Mansfield is well 
known. In Junius's Correspondence with Wilkes, the 
latter says — * Lord Chatham said to me ten years ago, 
« ***••• [Murray, Lord Mansfield], is the falsest hypo- 
crite in Europe." -Lord Chatham's severity on Lord 
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Mansfield's legal opinions, in his speech upon the case 
of Wilkes, is well known to eTery one ; on which occa- 
sion Lord Camden united with Lord Chatham, and was 
in consequence dismissed from his office of Lord Chan- 
cellor. Without doubt the talents and influence of 
Lord Mansfield presented a formidable obstacle to the 
wishes of Lord Temple and his fi'iends. 

The hostility of Junius to another eminent law char- 
acter, Sir William Blackstone, was comparatively un- 
important, for the influence of Sir William was con> 
paratively of little consequence as it respected the party 
operations of Junius's political fi'iends. The doctrines, 
however, which Sir William maintained in the House 
of Commons in contradiction to those he had laid down 
in his celebrated Commentaries, on the case of Wilkes's 
expulsion, gave Junius an opportunity, which he did not 
neglect, of poufing out upon him a portion of his ven- 
geance. His feelings, no doubt, were the more excited, 
AS it was his own brother Mr George Ghrenville, who 
had come into collision with Sir William Blackstone, 
by quoting his Commentaries against him, which 
called forth some animadversions of Sir William upon 
Mr Grenville. Junius defends Mr Grenville, and car- 
ries the war into his adversary's camp with great abili^ 
and "severity — a severity which would be natural In 
the defence of a brother. It will be recollected, that 
Sir William at that time was Solicitor to the Clueen ; 
and it was of some importance, that the ministers shoald 
have his opinion in fayor of the unconstitutional mear 
sures they were about to take against Mr Wilkes. Bnt 
lie had no sooner expressed it, than he was utterly con« 
founded by Mr Grenville's quoting his book against lain. 
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Junius sqys of this occorrenee — * Doctor Blackstone, 
while he was speaking in the House of Commons, neTer 
once thought of his Commentaries^ until the contradic- 
tion was unexpectedly urged, and stared him in the 
face. Instead of defending himself upon the spot, he 
sunk under the charge, in an agony of confusion and 
despair. It is well known, that there was a pause of 
some minutes in the house, from a genera] expectation 
that the Doctor would say something in his defence i 
but it seems his faculties were too much overpower- 
ed to think of those subtleties and refinements, which 
have since occurred to him.'* Mr Grenville, after tri- 
umphantly quoting Dr Blackstone's book against the 
Doctor himself, paused for the Doctor's reply, and in- 
sultingly shook his head when he saw the Doctor re- 
main fearfully silent. The interruption of the debate, 
and the still, eager expectation of the House moved 
Sir Fletcher Norton to interpose.t * It was then,' says 
Junius contemptuously, ' that Mr Grenville received the 
severe chastisement, which the Doctor mentions with 
so much triumph — I wish the honorable gentleman, in- 
stead of shaking his head, would shake a good argUf* 
ment out of it. If to the elegance, novelty, and bitter- 
ness of this ingenious sarcasm, we add the natural 
melody of the amiable Sir Fletcher Norton's pipe, we 
shall not be surprised that Mr Grenville was unable to 
make him any reply.' But it is said in the note to 
Heron's Junius, that the words of his interposition, 
though contemptuously mentioned by Junius, were 
sufficiently facetious. 

* Juniiis, Letter 19. 

t Heron's Junius, vol. ii, pa^e 209, note. 
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It may be added, that Sir Fletcher Norton, thoogii 
afterwards Speaker of the House, sat at this time as a 
common member among the crown lawyers. It was to 
assist a brother, that he interposed against Mr Gren- 
viDe. Mr GrenviUe had been bred a lawyer himself; 
and hence would naturally take a leading part in a 
question that was at once juridical and political.* 

Junius sums up his strictures on Doctor Blackstone, 
by imputing to him the most selfish and base motives 
and principles. He says — * The Doctor recoUected# 
that he had a place^^to preserve, though he forgot that 
he had a reputation to lose. We have now the good 
fortune to understand the Doctor's principles as weU as 
his writings. For the defence of truth, of law and 
reason, the Doctor's book may be safely consulted ; but 
whoever wishes to cheat a neighbor of his estate, or to 
rob a country of its rights, need make no scruple of 
consulting the Doctor himself t 

I cannot but observe, how strong an interest Junius, 
that is. Lord Temple, takes in every affair where the 
reputation or welfare of his brothers, Mr GrenviUe and 
Lord Chatham are concerned, and throws himself in 
to their aid as the occasion demands. 

. Notwithstanding his severity on Doctor Blackstone, 
Heron says, ' of no lawyer is the reputation purer, or 
more truly illustrious, than that of Sir William Black- 
stone.' f 

His attack* on Doctor Blackstone, however, was not 
for the sole purpose of defending his brother. Hk 

* Heron's Junius, yol. ii, page 209, note. 

t Junius, Letter 14. ^ 

t Heron's Junius, Letter 14, vol. i, page 153, note. 
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friendship for Mr Wilkes, nfho was his neighbor in the 
country, as will hereafter appear, and the general ob- 
jects of his party, called him forth in the present in- 
stance. I am, d^c. 



LETTER XVI. 

Sir, ^ 

At the close o^ my last letter I alluded to the cele- 
brated John Wilkes, as a friend of Lord Temple's. I 
beg lea?e now to ask your attention to some of the cir- 
cumstances relative to that individual, so conspicuous 
in the history of those times. And here, as on former 
occasiQns, it may be necessary to descend to particulars, 
which may become fatiguing ; but they cannot be dis- 
pensed with in an inquiry of this nature. 

Mr Wilkes, it is well known, was a near neighbor 
of Lord Temple, in Buckinghamshire. Lord Temple 
was also his parliamentary patron, and by his influence 
Wilkes was chosen representative for Aylesbury. He 
had expectations too, of obtaining by means of his pat^ 
ron some place under government ; but he was more 
than once disappointed in this, and ascribed his failure 
to the interference of Lard Bute. He connected him- 
self with Lord Temple as a political writer ; and they, 
together with Charles Churchill, were concerned in the 
celebrated work called The North Briton; for the 
45th number of which Wilkes was persecuted, as has 
been- before stated. But as soon as he was arrested on 

12 
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a 'general warrant,' he protealed against its ifogalit]!^; 
and, upon the proceedings being declared to be illegal, 
he was discharged from confinement by Lwd Chief 
Justice Pratt (Camden) amidst the acclamations of the 
audience and populace.* In the course of these pro* 
ceedings he was deprived of his commission as Colonely 
by the king's order^; and his patron Lord Temple, lost 
his post of Lord Lieutenant of the county. This no- 
bleman, at his own expense, availed himself of the 

* As this proceeding is so promlneat a fact in English histoij, 
and has had so important consequences to all who liv^e under 
laws derived from England, it has been thought it would not be 
uninteresting to insert here a copy of the ' €reneral ' Waminf 
ander which Mr Wilkes was taken. It is extracted from a 
pamphlet entitled, ' An authentick Account of the Froceedini^ 
against John Wilkes, Esq., Member of Parliament for Ayles- 
bury, and late Colonel of the Buckinghamshire Militia ; con- 
taining all the Papers relative to this interesting affair, from that 
gentleman's being taken into custody by bis Majesty's Messen- 
gers, to his Discharge at the Court of Common Pleas. Willi 
an abstract of that precious Jewel of an Englishman, the 
TIabeas Corpus Act. Also, the North Briton, No. 45, being the 
Paper for which Mr Wilkes was sent to the Tower. Address- 
ed to all Lovers of Liberty.' — London, printed. Boston, re- 
printed, 1763. 

< On Saturday the Thirtieth of April [1763] at Ten in tb* 
Forenoon, three of his Majesty's messengers, by a warrant from 
the Secretary of State, seized on the Person of the said John 
Wilkes, Esq Member of Parliament; of which warrant the fol- 
lowing is a true copy. 

' George Montagu Dunk Earl of Halifax Viscount Sunbury 
and B^on Halifax one of the Lordaof his Majesty's most Hon- 
orable Privy Council Lieutenant General of his Majesty's 
Forces and Principal Secretary of State. 

' These are in his Majesty's^ Name to authorize and requiie 
ycu (taking a Constable to your assistance) to make strict 
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legfal deoiaioii against general warraata^ and commenoed 
actions against the king's Messengers, the Secretaries^ 
the under Secretary, and the Solicitor of the. treasury ; 
in all which the prosecutors obtained damages, which 
were paid by the crown, in consequence of an express 
order of council. The doctrine of the illegality of 
such warrants, as we are inforkned by the historians of 
that time, was thus established ; and for this accession 
to the cause of liberty the public were indebted to John 
Wilkes, Lard Temple, and Lord Chief Justice Pratt, 
afterwards Lord Camden. 

Some further particulars, showing the close connex- 
ion subsisting between Lord Temple and Mr Wilkes, 

diligent searek for the Authora Printera and Publishera of a 
geditioos and treasonable Paper intitled the North Briton Num- 
ber XLV Saturday April 23 1763 printed for G Kearsley in 
Ludgate Street London and them or any of them having found 
to apprehend and seize together with their papers and to bring 
in safe custody before me to be examined concer^ulg the prem- 
ises and farther dealt with according to law and in the due exe- 
cution thereof all Mayors Sheriffs Justices of the Peace Con- 
stables and all other his Majesty's officers civil and military and 
loving subjects whom it may concern are to be aiding and assist- 
ing to you as there shall be eocaMon and for so doing this shall 
bo ycmr wananti Givon at St James' the twenty sixth day of 
April in the Third Tear of his Majesty's Reign. 

Signed Dunk Halifax. 

Directed to 

Nathan Carrlngton John Money 
James Watson and Robert Blackmore 
Four of his Majesty's Messengers in ordinary.* 
< N. B. The Officers had a verbal order to put this warrant 
in execution, by entering forcibly into the house jof John WUk^ 
Esq; Member of Parliament j at midnight ) and those officers a/« 
(the hand hill says) now threatened with the loss of tiielr phM«t, 
for not cottpiying with such pir l sl Insfaractions.' 



not he gai ntiiiiii l iu g, and will at the aame time, 
^eidate some parts of die letters of Juiumb velatingf te 
tkelatier. 

When Mr Wilkea Was committed to tiie Tower his 
solicitor and one of his council went to consah wi^ 
faim aboot the means to be used for his enkrgemefit ; 
tot tey were denied admittance. M^r Ranslmd kb- 
isrmed them, that he had received orders from the 
Secrelarj'Of State, not to admit amy person wl^Osotver 
lo speak with or see the said John Wilkes ; and fiirther 
informed them that he had jost befive refused the 
Right Honourable the Earl rf Temple such admittance. 

On the 4th of Maj, 176a, Lmrd TempU received 
from the Secretary of State (the Earl of Egremont) the 
MIowing order to lemcfve Wilkes from his <^ice of Coio- 
nel in the Militia of Buckinghamshire : 

Wh^ehaU, May 4, 1763. 
* Mt Lonn, 

The King having judged it improper ^at J^m 
Wilkes, Esq. should any longer continue to be Colond 
of the Militia for the county of Buckingham^ I am 
commanded to aignify his Msy^sty's PleM«ureto>.yoiir 
Lordship, that you do forthwith give the necessary Ot- 
ders for displacing Mr Wilkes as an Officer in the 
Militia for the said county of Buckingham. 

I am, d&c. Egbemont.' 

' To the Earl Tmpk: 

4 

The nbtice of. this dtemissal, as cominunicated bjr 
Lord Temple to Mr Wilkes, deserves attention ; aiid 
without doubt must have highly excited the di8(deaduie 
of the king and his nunirteis. It is as foUews : 



At mj return Iftst Night ftom the Tower, I.reeeir^ 
the en^kMed Letter fiwa the Earl of Egremont. Iq 
eoneeqaence ol* hie Mejesty's CommMide therein eigntr 
fiedy jou will pfeaae to obeetfe that yon no looger con- 
tinue Cotonei of the Militin for the Countjr of Buctt* 
ini^hoBii 

* I oeuioty at the aanio dme, help expreaatng the Con?* 
corn I feel in the Loeaof an Officer, hf hia deportment 
4n<?QauDandy endeared to the whole Gorpe. 

I am, Sir, d&o. TniiFLB/ 

' TV John Wilkes, Esq: 

To thisy Mr Wilkes made^ as one of the pamphlets 
of that dajr expresses it, ' the following sensible and 
genteel answer : ' 

* Tower, May 5, 1763. 
* Mt Lord, 

I bare this moment the Honor of your Lordsfaip'a 
Letter, signifying His Majesty's Commands that Ishouid 
isalongtramtinue Colonel of the BBliHafor the Omnif 
sf Buckingham. I have only to return your Lordship 
ray warmest Thanks for the Spirit and Zeal you hare 
ehown in the Support of that Constituticmal Measure 

*" The author of ' Junius Unmasked,' who supposes Lord 
Sackville to have been Junius, observes, that ' one of the Letters 
of Junius had written upon it, near the signature, the words 
Pall'MaUf in which street, it is known, was the house of Lord 
4iackville.' But it is well known, and appears ftom the letter to 
Mr Wilkes inserted above^ that Pall-Mall was also the town 
SMidence of Lord Temple.— £dif. 

12* 
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lo ramember, that I was waumg tlie fofeoiost who oHbi* 
•ilbeir SeilrieeB to their CV»ttiibry«liliaftCmi&' 9mck' 
liighani^Hre is MBsihie, and has alimy» aciaw w la dg wl ^ 
ilar no mmn kmif$ur LareUUp emM hare gk^ Sne^ 
f(MM^to^Mit]lf«aB«ieiiie«'iBiafidC>MMfy^ IffiB]iiMd 

aad am happy in these Days of Peace to leave ^^tmii^ 
hie a Corps in that perfect hafinefiy whtdi has from 
the BegittifiD^sathHieted. I hare ^le honev lo h&, Aht/ 

Jottir WtftKttk* 
' * fV <ib« JBor/ Temple' 

« 

It is important to recollect, that soon after this coriMi& 
pondence with Wilkes, Lwd Temple himself was ns 
moved from being Lord Lieutenant of the county of 
Buckingham. 

The intimacy between Lord Temj^e and Mr Wflkes 
corresponds with, and throws light upon, muiy thtttga 
cioiinected with the latter, which are mentioned or allu^ 
'ed to in the writings of Junius. In one of his leUert 
to Mr Home (Toohe) — who, to my great surprise, iMr 
been cohsidered by some writes in England and iSm 
own country as the auHior himself — Junins sayv: 
'Ton say you are a man. Was it generous, was it 
manly, repeatedly to introduce into a newspaper the 
name of a young lady, with whom you most heret<^re 
hare lived on terms of politeness and good humor 1 — 
but I have done with you. In my opinion your credit 
4s irrecoverably Tuioed.' We ai>e told in a Jiote -tft 
Woodfeirs Jdnius, that Mr Home ' had takein libertiea 
with the name of Miss Wilkes in his public letters in 
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m^M^iot thB aewipapew^ and MbestM, whidi m hmi 
6<Miduct of h&cs had entitled him lotake.'* On wlMi 
M» fiarne ia^hiB-pefkf obMrves^ ' The terMof ^ffle. 
lM#^«flrd^vip^ Aum^r^ OB whieh i taivad to favre ttvwl 
hferMdfiSre witk tiie yoong Mj, «e iotended t» cMii* 
cAttt* pttagraphs of Mr Wflkes, in wltkh he k suppoBi 
•d lo hsm oAnded mo by rejMs^ Atf dm^kUn 
iUdiHttlOttsPf 

I i|uote these pasMige6, Ibr the purpose of remarkinf; 
that L^d 'TeMpie, being a neigiibor of Mr WmM 
in the eoontryy would piobably know more than Mr 
Horne wonld he willing to admit reiqieoting this joung 
hMfy. ItwHi heobsenred, thatMrHornedoesnotdeaj 
the Mippoflition of Junius, that Mr Wilkes had in laet 
nftised him his daughter ; it was, therefore, prpbab}^ 
true; and Lord Temple doubtless knew it to. be so. 

Miss Wilkes is spc^n of, in the notes to Junins^aQ 
4m anttable and highly accomplished young lady, ki 
the PfivaU Cknrespandence oi Junius and Wilkes, the 
fetaiey, when urging the latter to adc^t a particular 
oe«r0e of conduct in regard to thp af^roa^hii^ elep? 
tAon fer London, says — ' I appeal to Miss Wilk^» 
who4e judgaieat I hear highly recommended, W9«M 
i^ think herself much indd[>ted to hex favierite ad? 
iMrer, if he fiMreed a most disagreeable partner upen 
her tar a long winter's night because he would no| 
dance with her himself f 

Mr Wilkes in his reply observes — ' As a prirafe per- 
•eo I igure t^myseif,. that Junius iaaa amiable in the 
private, as he is g^eat in the public walk of life. I now 
lire very much at home, happy in the el^sgant society of 

* Letter,5a^ floU. f Letter 53. 
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ible daaghter, wfaom Joain hail aolked in Ibt 
obliging rauUMT.' 

I wiU add, thmt in ▼aiioas inBtttMes Mr WilketfiAr 
lowed the advice of Junius as to the politlQal comsa im 
sboidd parsoe on important oocaaiona. * I wisli to 
knew/ says he at the close of one letter, ' liis ( Juaim^ 
sentiments about certain projeeto i^ainst Uie usurped 
powers of the Hoose of Lords.' He sajs again^ ' I 
wish to comply with erery direction of JonieSyto profit 
by his hints, and to have the permission of writing to 
bnn on every important occasion/ 

* The business is too vast to wrke, too hteardouii to 
eomrounicate to an unknown person. Jonras will bt* 
give me. What can be done t -^ Alas ! Where is tht 
man, after all Wilkes has experienced, in whose friend* 
ly bosom he can repose his secret thoughts, his nobk 
but most dangerous designs! The person most capdile 
he can have no access to, and all others- he wiU not 
trust, isoiS, as the French call it, a single column nn- 
prof^d, and perhaps nodding to its fall.' — Junius 
answers : ' I will assist yon in any way that you will sol^ 
fer yourself to be assisted. When you have satisfied 
your understanding, that there may be reasons why Jor- 
nins shs«ld attack the King, the Ministers, the Court of 
King's Bench and the House of Commons, in the way 
that I have done, and yet should desert, or betray the 
man who attacks the house of Lords, I would stiM 
appeal to your heart. Or, if you have any scruples 
about that kind of evidence, ask that amiable danghtec 
whom you so implicitly confide in— -/« Upeuihk tlUnt 
Junius should betray me V * 

* Junius to WUkcf, L«tttr 31. * 
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To a letter from George Onslow, Esq. to Mr Wilk«i 
is the following Postseript : * Postpone your judgment 
till you hear again- from me, en what I lament as much 
as you can do, and think of as you do — Mr Pitt and 
Lord Temple's being not in employment.' See these 
two letters from Mr Onslow to Mr Wilkes ; they are 
eeftainiy carious from the circumstance of having been 
fitrmshed hy Jnttims for the printer of the Public Ad- 
vertiser,* 

But, notwithstanding this intimate acquaintance, we 
must conclude, that Mr Wilkes did not for some time, 
if at all, know who was the author of Junius, whatever 
suspicions he might have. He certainly avoided mak- 
ing known his suspicions, if he had any. In his letter 
of Sept. 13, 1771, he says— 'After the first letter of 
^mikis to me, I did not go to WoodM to pry into a 
secret I had no right to know. The letter itself bore 
the stamp of Jove. I was neither doubting nor imper*^ 
ttnent' t I am, &c, 

* Miflcellaneoiu Letters, No. 63. 

\ Letters of Junius and Wilkes, No. 69. The editor is heM 
reminded of a singularly curious fact, in corroboration of Lord 
Temple's authorship, related by Charles Butler, Esq., who was 
oJi terms of intioMcy with Mr Wilkes. After meatioiimg hw 
pMiieiaar^aeqmuitaiice witk Mr Wilkes from the year 1776 to 
1784, and that Mr Wilkes himself disclaimed the authorship of 
Junius, treating that supposition with ridicule, Mr Butler says, 
he expressed a wish to see the original of Junius's Letters, uut 
Mr Wilkes produced them to him. * We morer tiuin onee esalii* 
imA them together with ettieatimi.. Ait of them,.«n;^l*s IM- 
^ <» 1^ Kkng^ are, if I remeaiher rightly, ia tjie same hand* 
writing. It is like that which well educated ladies wrote about 
tlie beginhing of the century ; a large open hand, regular, apB> 
preaching to the Italian. Mr Wilkes had a card of inwtatM 
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LETTER XVII. 

Sir. 

After the various well known facts which proTe ao 
intimacy between Lord Temple and Mr Wilkes, I was 
much surprised to find the q)posite opinion maintained 
by Mr G. Coventry^ a correspondent of Mr Barker' s, as 
quoted at page 251 of Mr B's Letters. He says — ' Iih 
deed the very circumstances of Grenvilie's death, so 
soon afier the appearance of Junius, are not only quite 
sufficient to disprove Lloyd's claims altogether, but have 
always convinced me thatGrenville's party had noshace 
^ in the Letters. And now, supposing the ridiculous 
idea that Lloyd continued to write under the au^ices 
of Lord Temple, a different party still, how can w« 
reconcile the circumstance with the fact, ^at Junius 
corresponded with Mr Wilkes so late as Jan. 15, 1772, 

to dmnerfram old Lady Templef vjritten in her own hand; on 
comparing it with Junius's Letters, we thought there ioc« some 
resenManee between them. The Letter to the King woe in a hand' 
vnitmg perfectly different ; a very regvlar, staid hand ; no d^fet' 
once between the hair-stroke and dte body of the letters.* It may 
be further observed, that the suppoeition of tome wikeva, that 
Junitts's Letters were written in a feigned hand, is not waxnnl- 
ad by the fac-similies published by Mr Woodfall. Those are in 
a natural hand and the hand of a female. The contrary suppo- 
vtion is further supported by the Correspondcuce witii Mr 
Wood&ll; for he requests Woodfidl to have the letterfiir €i«r- 
nek copied; giving as a reason—' I would send the above to 
Garrick directly, but that J would aneid having tkie hand ttoi 
manly seen: Private Letters to Woodfall, No. 41. This 
nge is given by Woodfidl in his fac-similies, plate S.-^Edit. 
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when it is well known, that no two persons cmdd U»€ 
Oft nuire hostile terms than Mr Wilkes and Lard 
Temple,' (!) 

On the contrary, Mr Wilkes and Lord Temple were 
<m very friendly terms during the time of Junins's let- 
ters; the latter, in the person of Junius, took great in- 
iBiest in the affairs of Mr Wilkes, and succeeded in 
carrying him timnigh triumphantly, and reinstating him 
in the good <^inion of the nation at large ; the sen- 
tence against him in the House of Commons was erased 
kom their records ; and Wilkes was elected Lord Mayor 
ef London. All this, as it appears to me, was effected 
through the influence of Lord Temple. Yet in the 
iatoe of the numerous facts existing in the case, respect- 
ing Mr Wilkes and other persOkis connected with Ju- 
nius, I find, to my surprise, that Lord Temple has 
been overlooked. A friend has lately shown me a lett^ 
from his corespondent in England, who had studied 
this question with attention, but who, when informed 
that I had shown Lord Temple to be Junius, observes, 
that the authorship of Lord Temple is ' out of the queS" 
tion.' This I cannot but regard as the effect of pre- 
conceived (pinions, influenced by the discussions, which 
have taken place in England and had a tendency to 
form partizans for particular authors. But in this coun- 
try we are free from the ill e&.cts of those discussions ; 
and I confess, that I do not yet see how an unpreju- 
diced mind can, after an attentive consideration of th« 
flM»ts, avrnd coming to the conclusion, that the author 
mast have been Lord Temple, and no other. 

With respect to the acquaintance of Lord Temple 
and Mr Wilkes, not to say friendly feeling and interest 



lakm hf the Ibnner i&the latter, tlweaghcm* the 
tilndes of his eventful politieel cireer, I add thefbttow- 
ing: 

JanioSy in Letter 9^ to the Dake of Grafton wiitea^— 
f I have fiequendj censured Mr Wilkes's conduct, yel 
year advocate reproaches me with having devoted hi^ 
sdif to the service of sedition. Your Grace can best 
inibrm us, fer which of Mr Wilkes's good qnalitieB ysa 
first honored him with jour friendshqi, or how long it 
was before you discovered those bad ones in hiavat 
which, it seems, jour delicacj was offended. Remem- 
ber, mj Lord, that you continued jour connexion widi 
Mr Wilkes long after he had been convicted of those 
tfkaes^ which jou have since taken so much pains to 
represent in the blackest colors of blasphemy and trea- 
son. How unlucky is it, tiiat the first instance yea 
have given us of a scrupmlous reg€ard to decerwm is 
nnited with a hreach of morcd obUgaHtm / For my 
•awn part, my Lord, I am proud to affirm, that, if I had 
be^i weak enough to iotm. such a firiendship, I waM 
ueoer have been base enough to betray it Bnt, let Mr 
Wilkes's character be what it may, this at least is cer- 
tain, that, circumstanced as he is, wii^ regard to the 

public, even his vices plead for him Bat the 

lavrs of England shall not be violated, even by year 
holy zeal to oppress a sinner ; and, though you have 
succeeded in making him a tool, you shaii not maki 
him a victim of your ambitionJ 

The result proved, that Junius was as good aa his 
word. The Memoirs of Wilkes also say, that he ever 
after continued his attachment to his friend Lord Tem- 
ple, as long as he lived. 
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In Janios's (Miscellaneous), Letter 18th, dated Apri^^ 
1768, he speaks in dUapprohation of Mr Wilkes^ and 
his conduct in warm terms ; although subsequently and 
throughout the regular Letters of Junius, he supported 
the cause, in * which Mr Wilkes was engaged. The 
reason of this I will gi?e you in a note of Dr Mason 
€kK>d's to Woodfairs edition of Junius. 

* It has already appeared in several instances, that 
Junius, subsequently to the present date, espoused the 
cause of Mr Wilkes, or rather strenuously upheld him 
in the contest with the ministry, upon the very subjeet 
adverted to in this letter. Yet the political conduct of 
Junius was perhaps strictly and unimpeachably nn^ 
hna. He had at the first, indeed, conceived a personal 
dislike to Mr Wilkes in consequence of his strenuous 
resistance to the general warrant, which was served 
upon him during the administration in which Mr George 
Grenville was Chancdlor of the Exchequer, for whom 
whether in office, or out of office, Junius ever manifest* 
ed the strongest partiality. But in the present instance 
Wilkes is only adverted to as an instrument of attack 
upon the administration, which Junius abominated; 
there is the same apparent inconsistency in his being 
ultimately the friend of Lord Camden, who is here hdd 
up to public odium, and to Lord Chatham, after having 
as warmly opposed him. But his change of opinion 
concerning these noblemen was by no means a sudden 
flight : it grew upon him slowly, and was the result of 
' their own change of conduct.' 

In many points Dr Good seems to have perfectly un- 
derstood the character and connexions of Junius, his 
friendships and his enmities ; in fact sometimes be al- 
13 



iiost points oat the author. What here fettaiirs is ftom 
a very diiferent source, Croly's Life and Tteiee of 
Oeorge IV, just published. This writer devotes io the 
aathcvship of Junius about three pages of as crude and 
inconsistent guesses as could well be embodied in so 
short a space. He examines the claims of Sir Phil^ 
Francis, Burke, and Dunniag ; and setting these adide^ 
he goes on to say, that the marks of pHvaU Seer^arf' 
skip are so strong, that all the probable conjectures haw 
pointed to writers under that relation, — lioyd, prirale 
secretary to Qeorge Ckenrille ; Greatrakes, LcHrd Sh^ 
burne's private secretary ; Rosenhagen, cono^med in 
l^bdbume House ; and Macauly Boyd, who was peipet- 
uadly about public men, and went out With Lord Mft^ 
eartny»to Indi^ He adds — But, mcMtifying as it iliify 
be to the disputants on the subject, the diseovmy isium 
6ey#iKl ratimud hspe ; for Janius intimates his ha? inf 
been a sj^eetator of parliamentary proceedings even 
Anrther back than 1743 ; which, supposing hkn to be 
twenty years of age at the time, would give him more 

than a century for his experience the discov^ 

ery would probably ^unmask the visage of some individo* 
sSl of political eminence, and giving us the amusii^^ 
contrast of his real and his assumed physiognomy ; ot^ 
frm unearthing some great unknown genios ....;. 
In the long interval since 1772, when the letters eeasa^ 

not the*siight€St chte has been diseovered he 

gives us no insight into the purposes of government^ of the 
councils of the cabinet he knows nothing (!)••• Thai 
Junius will he found, if ever, among some of the hMm- 
hkr names of the Ust (!) If he had been a pditical 
leader, or, in any sense of the w<vd, an indepeiMleat 
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man^ it is Mxt to impoeaifale t^tt he .A/^M not b«r« 
lefta^me iAdication of his authoni^^' t%g^ 138-^. 

What a string of shrewd coajfiotuf e9 we haro ^hora^. 
nok only differuig fran the host inlbvwi^d writeia oa tba 
snl^ecty^bat <difien»g ^om hifioaelf 1 It i» also 4he mow 
ourioiis, as it is. the latest oomwentary on tha aiUhori 
alu^ of Jinoitta on the other side pf the Attaatio. 

s While this writeur was upon the suhject of 'inriraia 
ae«arelaryshipa ' he nught have gijen as the fidlowimg 
aaeodote bom Junius's Hiacetlaneoiis Letters^ No, B&, 
Shaking of Mr Whateljr^ fMrivate sapretary of Mr 
Gaoige Gicinvijy^^ Jttniaa aays-^ 

* Indeed Tqbi I yott ha?e betrayed yoarself Ioq soavu 
Mr Gfon^yUe, your friend, your patron, yo^r henefactiQV, 
who raised yon from a deplh (compared to which eveft 
BradshaVs family stands on an eminence), was hardly 
cM in his grave, when you solicited the office of go- 
between to Lord North. You could not, in my eyes, 
be more contemptible, though you were convicted (as 
I dare say you might be), of having constantly betrayed 
Mm in his life time. Smee I know your employment, 
be assured I e^idl walch you attentively .... Lord 
N<»rth, finding you cannot serve him, will give you nqtib 
isfiH^. From, ther oUier p vly ypa haxe just as much detes- 
tation to asq^ct^ as pan be unitcid with the profoui^^^ 
GCMiteiapt. Tom Whatdy,. take care of yourself.' . 

Who. but Lord Temple^ woii^d be likely thus to w^<f)i 
i2^ movamei^ of his brother, Mr QranviUe's, privau^ 
seccetary, apd to address him in the faijciiliar style he?^ 
«i)opted towards Whately I 

Every reader of Jiiniua wiU also* vacoHect the coniW 
dKeooa of Junius in Mr Wilkes* u omnifested i» . h^ 



hmtn to WoodfeU. He tays— 'Show te DediBi- 
tMD asd Preiice to Mr Wilfcety and if he has any m#>. 
Urkd objectM», let oie know.' Letter 40. And after- 
wards he says to Woodfall — ' When you see Mr W; 
pray return him my thanks for the trouUe he has taken* 
I wish he had taken more.' LeHer 57. Agiiin, in an- 
other letter to Wilkes, Junius says — * I love the eause 
independent of the person, vndlwiskweUtoMr Wilkes 
independent of the cause.' Wilkes abo, says to Jumus- 
^ the business is too Tast to write, too hazardous to 
cemmunicate to an nfiibioiMi person. Junms will fot" 
give me.' To this, Lord Temple, intimate in Wilkes's 
fiunily, makes the reply I have already noticed — 'Ask 
that amiable daughter whom you so implicitly confide 
in, Is it possible Junius edioidd betray me.' 

I un, &>c. ' 



... LETTER XVIIL 

Sm, 

In the preceding remarks upon the case of Mr 
Wilkes, I believe I have not mentioned Ihe cir^um-- 
stance, that Mr George Grenville had been one of the 
first of his persecutors, and was, of course, politically 
opposed to Mr Pitt, and at variance also with Lord 
Temple. But, during the time that Junius was writing,' 
he was, as I have before stated, on friendly terms wxA 
Lord Temple, and remained so ever afi:er. This state 
of idling will be found to agree with that expressed by 



Jniiivp is re§ftr4 to Mr Grenville amd Mr Wilkev^ 
filwmgli Junina ciuiUe^alj nvoida eommiuh^ hiisaeif «i 
a friend of the lattar^ and always distiogiiiBheB betwae^i 
JUr Wilkes. peYatwaUy, and the cauae with which ha 
was ide»t^ed. 

9ttt the oaae of Mr Wiikes was further cloaely eon* 
lifpted with another personage, who makes a conspiGii* 
9lia figure in the Letters of Junius. I allude to the 
Duke of Grafton — ^ who, being the head of the cabinet^ 
w«B treated as the responsible author of the most odious 
measures of the day--* among which was the persecu* 
tioo of Wilkes. This conduct of the Duke pf Graftoa 
towards WiJUtea, his intiniate frigid, was held up to the 
execration of the public in Junius's roost powerful .man- 
ner. Dr Good in his notes to Woodfall's edkion ob» 
serves — that 'Mr Wilkes, formerly, and l)efore the 
Duke of Grafton had abandoned the party of Lord 
.Chatham and had formed a party for himself, was one 
of his Grace's mQst confidential friends ; he was at this 
time confined in the King's Bench prison, having snr* 
rendered himself to the jurisdiction of the King's 
Bench^ Court, by which the sentence of outlawry had 
been pronounced against him. The immediate cause 
of the ministerial persecution of Wilkes, was the zeal 
with which he had opposed the existing cabinet, and 
e^>ecially the odium and disgrace, in which the ministry 
bad involved themselves by issuing a general warranty 
to seize all the papers and persons of whomsoever they 
smpected to be concerned in writing the fortj^fifth 
number of the famous political periodical paper called 
the North Briton, a joint publication of John Wilkes, 
Oharles ChurcMll, and Lord Temple. The question 
13* 
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of general warrants was thereby neeessaril j bitM|^ 
before the public. The popular resentment was roused 
against the abettors of such measares to the highest 
point of irascibilitj ; and Wilkes, upon the next general 
election that ensued, was chosen member of ParHamettt 
fer the county of Middlesex, notwithstanding his out- 
lawry, as a proof of the utter contempt in which the 
ministry were at this time held by the nation, rather 
than out of any persontd regard for WiikesJ 

This last remark does not accord with the Ikcts stit- 
ed by Junius, as to the public estimation in which Mr 
Wilkes was held. After boldly charging the Duke of 
Grafton with superseding the verdict of the jury, and 
the sentence of the law by pardoning M'Quirk, he 
adds, on the subject of Mr Wilkes — * now, my Lord, 
let me ask your Grace, while you were withdrawing 
the desperate wretch [M'Quirk] from that justice, 
which the laws had awarded, and which the wfa<Je peo- 
f^e demanded against him, that there is another man 
[Wilkes] who is the favorite of his Country, whose 
pardon would have been accepted with gratitude, 
whose pardon would have healed all our divisions t 
Have you quite forgotten that this man was once Your 
Gnzci^s friend ? Or is it to murderers only [M'QrUirk] 
that you will extend the mercy of the crown ?' * 

Under this state of feeling for the cause itself, with 
which Mr Wilkes was identified, and, as I think too, 
from a degree of regard for him, as a personal and pc^it- 
ical friend. Lord Temple, under the disguise of Janios, 
opened his attack upon the Duke of Grafton, as the 

* Letter 8. 



head oi that raiaidtry, whom he and the others of the 
€hreiinUe party, in conjunction with the whig-party to 
general, were desirous of displacing. 

I shall not trouble you with many remarks in relaticm 
to this minister ; a few, however, are necessary to the 
present argument. I begin with an extract from the 
Notes to Heron's Junius. Heron says, that Junius in 
this Letter took occasion to open his attack on the 
Duke of Grafton by joining in the putcry of popular 
resentment, on account of a pardon granted to a Chair- 
man [M'Quirk] who had been condemned for mur- 
der, and whom the populace of London wished rather 
to have seen hanged. ' The Duke of Grafton was now 
principal Minister, or first Lord of the Treasury. He 
stood at the head of those whom Junius wished to 
frighten from the helm of afiairs.' Mr Pitfs advice 
to declare War an Spain, was rejected at this time. 
Mr Pitt and Lord Temple^ -in consequence of this 
rejection, sent in their resignation. * But the resigmh 
Hon of those Ministers was nuide a signal for raising 
the outrageous clamor of unpopularity against the gov- 
ernment of the sovereign, whose councils they had 
forsaken. When the Duke of Newcastle, and his de- 
pendents at length reluctantly followed the example [of 
Mr Pitt and Lord Temple], a new agency was added 
to increase the bluster of the storm.' [Before this pe- 
riod Mr Pitt and Mr Grenville had been political ene- 
mies, but were now" firm friends acting in concert.] 

LcH-d Chatham had found that the first Lord of the 
Treasury, the Duke of Grafton, though reputed his po- 
litical pupil, was no longer willing to be implicitly 
guided by him. 
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jQiiius opa^ his 6xtl I^etter to tbe Duke ^ Crr^km 
90 the subject of his pardon toM'Quirk, the ChairmaD, 
whose profligacj mercj could not expect to redaini. 
lie insinuates, as Heron observes, that the Ministers 
were not unwilling to encourage riots. In tbe close of 
tbe letter he makes an eloquent transition to the case of 
Mr Wilkes, contrasts the pardon of M'duirk with the 
only pardon which the people were solicitous to obtain, 
vi2. Mr Wilkes, who, as I have before observed, was « 
neig^hbor of Lord Temj^e, in the country^ and who h^ 
for some time b^n engaged with him in writing lor the 
^orth Briton, for publishing the celebrated 45th Number 
of which Mr Wilkes was now suffering. 

Junius's next Letter tg the Duke of Grafton (Letter 
9th), like the former, was written chiefly on account of 
Mr Wilkes — * The fame of Junius was now rising 
every day higher.' Mr Ekiward Weston thought fit tQ 
reply to the imputations of Junius (Weston was a re» 
tainer in some subordinate capacity in the service of 
government), by a laboured defence of the pardon of 
M'auirk. Junius, in Letter 10, (April 21, 1769), replied 
to Weston in what Heron justly calls ' a letter of haughty 
e^qprobration,' but which it is unnecessary to quote. 

On Junitts's third Letter to the Duke of GraAon 
(Letter 11), Heron observes — That it is 'a skilful 
and eloquent composition.' That Lord Chatham had 
abandoned the Duke ; and it was expected, that the 
Duke himself would shiink away from before the storm. 
He (the Duke) stood his ground. He was even irri- 
tailed to take a part against the man who had been amce 
Ids friend, Mr Wilkes. Junius endeavors to make him 
ridiculous^ by alluding to Miss Parsoi^,^ a favorite of 
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the Duke's — * that he deserted, for her arms, his official 
duties, and that her beauty had faded.' 

The former Letters of Junius, says Heron, whaterer 
secret pain they might have given to the Duke of Gra^ 
ton, had produced no alteration in his public conduct. 
The Duke, however, at this time, had separated from 
Ann Parsons. ' The power of Junius over public opin* 
ion, was in the mean time astonishingly increased ; and 
he was already regarded as the most formidable of all 
the foes of the ministry .... He determined, therefore, 
to try what might be done by one General Letter of 
satire upon the whole character of the Minister, both 
in public and in private life.' Junius to the Duke of 
Grafton : ' You had already taken your degree with 
credit, in those schools in which the English nobility 
are formed to virtue, when you were introduced to Lord 
Chatham's protection. He gave you to the world with 
an air of popularity, which young * men usually set out 
with, but seldom preserve. Lord Cha^am was the ear- 
liest object of your political wonder and attachment ; 
yet you deserted him with the first hopes that offered 
of' an equal share of power with Lord Rockingham. 
When the Duke of Cumberland's first negotiation failed, 
and when the Favorite [Lord Bute] was pushed to the 
last extremity, you saved him, by joining with an ad- 
ministration in which Lord Chatham had refused to 
engage. Still, however, he was your friend, and you 
are yet to explain to the world, why you consented to 
act without him ; or why, afler Uniting with Lord Rock- 
ingham, you deserted and betrayed him.' The con- 
duct of the Duke of Grafton towards Mr Wtlkes is then 
exhibited again in strong relief: ' You complained that 
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mo measof es were taken to satisfy your pa^ion, and thai 
your friend Mr Wilkes, who had snflfered so mueh ibt 
the party, had been abuidoned to his fate. They have 
since contributed, not a little, to yoinr present plenitude 
of power ; yet, I think, Lord Chatham has less reason 
than ever to be satisfied "; and, as for Mr Wilkes, it is 
perhaps the greatest misibrtiine of his life, that yon 
should have so many compensatioiis to make in the 
closet fiMT your former friendship with him. Your gra* 
cious master understands your ehavaeter; andntahtM 
fmt m persecutor, becauie you have heem a friend,' * 

In the MiseeUaneaus Letters also, Junius (und«r his 
signature of Atticus) thus speaks of the Duke of Grai^ 
ton's conduct to Wilkes and Lord Chatham : He ^ looked 
up to Lord Chatham with astcmishment, and was the 
declared advocate of Mr Wilkes, It afterwards pleased 
his Grace to enter into administration with his firiend 
Lord Rockingham, and, in a very little time, it pleased 
his Grace to abandon him. He then accepted of the 
treasury, vnpoa terms which L^d Temple had dis- 
dained.' f 

Upon a consideration of all the circumstances, there* 
f6re, both in relation to the general object of Lord Tem- 
ple's party, which was to displace the ministry — and 
also to the personal animosity, which he wonld naturally 
feel towards the Duke of Grafton for his treachery to 

* Letter 12. 

t * Which Lord Temple had disdained.' A similar sentiment 
ooeurs in relation to this tninsaeticm, in Lord Temple's Pam- 
phlet of 1766, where the same terms are used to express in the 
strongest manner his rejection of this offer. 



Mr Wilkes, and espeekliy to Lord Chatham ^— we find 
the most powerful motives ibr the severity of JmiiuB's 
attack upon his Grace, then the prime minister of the 
kingdom. What other motives there were, besides 
those which we can collect from the public hi^ries ijf 
that day, I do not know; probably others did exist, 
as Junius seems to have had a peculiar rancour against 
the Duke. He says *— ' You are the pillow upon which 
I am determined to rest all my resentments. ' And 
again — ' Every villain in the kingdom » your friend.' 
'Next to the Duke of Grafbn, I verily believe the 
blackest heart in the kingd^nn belongs to h&ed Bar* 
rington.' I am, &c. 



LETTER XIX. 

Sir, 

I have gone so minutely into the hisitory of some 
of the distinguished men of Junius's day, who were 
most immediately connected with him, that it is not 
necessary to pursue our inquiry, with the same par- 
ticularity^ in relation to many others who are the sub- 
jects of his Letters. But, assuming Lord Temple to 
have been the writer of Junius, we find a natural and 
easy solution of every question that has occasioned 
any real difficulty, in relation to the authorship of that 
work. I will, however, ask your attention to some cir- 
cumstances which could not be well introduced before, 
in relation to some other individuals than those already 
considered. 
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Tbe Dake of Bedford is among tho0e who, as Janiofl 
says, are called upon * to act or to suffer' in the coarse 
of his Letters. This nobleman belonged to a family, 
which had been long distinguished for its whig princt* 
pies. A brief history of it is given by Heron (Letter 
23), from which I extract only a small part, which will 
sojB&ce for the present purpose. * At the accession of 
the House of Hanov^, this family (the Russels) were 
found among its firmest friends ; and, as such, were 
favored and honored. The administration of Sir Rob- 
ert Walpole had the support of the Duke of Bedford. 
Nor was it till after he had married the sister of Lord 
Gower, and had began to be dissatisfied with the feeble 
administration of the Pelhams, that the Duke, to whom 
Junius addresses his letters, began to set himself at the 
head of a particular party and to offer occasional oppo- 
sition to the measures of a government, that was found- 
ed upon the revolution settlement. The (xower family 
had been noted as steady tories. But Lord Gower be* 
came one of the most notorious examples of apostacy 
from the Tory cause, for the sake of winning the favor 
of a whig-administration. Dr Johnson, among others, 
was so much enraged at this defection, that he wished 
to have preserved the name of a Gower, in his Diction- 
ary, as another name for an apostate or betrayer. The 
alliance between the house of Gower and that of Bed- 
ford seemed to form a new party, that was neither whig 
nor tory. At that time the parties in Parliament were 
not fewer than five — the Pitt and Grenville party; 
the Bedford party ; the predominant party of the Pel- 
hams ; the Tories, with the rest who paid their court to 
the Prince of Wales ; and the friends of the Duke of 
Cumberland, who were headed by Henry, the father of 
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Charles Pox. The Bedford party could not of them- 
selves form an efficient administration, but were snffi- 
ciently formidable to be courted by all the rest. The 
Pelhams received them; but they wanted character 
and popularity, though not deficient in talents ; ' and it 
became unavoidably necessary to employ Pitt and the 
Grenvillcs, While Pitt dictated measures at the end 
of George the Second's reign, the Duke of Bedford, 
like the other parties, gave him their support. The 
Lieutenancy of Ireland was worthy of the Duke's rank 
and ambition ; and its patronage enabled him to pro- 
vide amply for his creature ^ Rigby, as well as to per* 
ferm some acts of magnificent beneficence, in which os- 
tentation had no share. He next condescended to become 
the political aUy of Bute; went ambassador to Paris, 
and had the honor, or the infamy, of being the ostensible 
negotiator of the peace of 1763. Afler his return from 
France, the Duke was, for a short time, discontented 
with Lord Bute and the Court. But a vacancy was 
soon lefl in the ministry, which he and his friends were 
called to fill. Lord Bute and this new administration 
were soon mutually dissatisfied with each other. The 
opposition between the Court and the Ministry became 
publicly known ; and an attempt was made to substitute 
JPitt, Littleton, and Temple , instead of Halifax, Bed- 
ford, and Grrenville, in the chief offices of the Ministry. 
Jt failed of success. The Duke of Bedford saw Lord 
Bute and even the king himself at his mercy. He 
used his advantage cruelly ; obliging the king to expel 
from official employment all such of his servants as 
were supposed to have been appointed at the recom- 
mefidatiop of the Earl of Bute ; and in particular Mr 
14 
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Stuart Mackenzie, that nobleman's brother; whom the 
king had before ToIiinUirily promised never tx> disnmiB 
from office. Such an insolent triumph was not to be 
endured by the sovereign. The Newcastle and Rock- 
inghan\ Whigs were invited to come into office almost 
upon their own terms ; and the Duke of Bedford and 
his associates were with great indignation dismissed. 

From various causes the Duke of Bed£>rd became 
very unpopular, and was willing to get into favor with 
the court party. When the king grew weary of the 
Rockingham administration, and again courted the 
Grenvi]]es, the Duke of Bedford, the friend of George 
Grenville, eagerly threw himself into the negotiatkm ; 
but was scornfully slighted by Lord Bute, who had not 
yet forgotten the insolent dismission of his brother. 
Lord Chatham then, by command of the king, fonned 
a new administration. But he soon found himself una- 
ble to withstand the opposition which the Rockingham 
Whigs, the Bedford party, caid the friends of George 
Grenville and Lord Temple, were exciting against htm. 
He sought the friendship of the Duke of Bedford ; and 
the Duke, with his friends, were not unwilling to serve ' 
under Lord Chatham. But the king had not yet par- 
doned the Duke's former insolence ; smd Lord Chat- 
ham was thus hindered from foliilling the engagements 
he had privately made with the Duke.* Lord Chatham 

* Junius says, in a note to his own edition, {Mrinted by Wood- 
fiill, vol. i. p. 171, ' That the Ministry having endeavored to 
exclude the Dowager out of the Regency Bill, the Earl of Bute 
determined to dismiss them. Upon this the Duke of Bedford 
demanded an audience of the king, reproached him in plain 
terms with dnplicity, baseness, falsehood, treachery, |aid hypoc- 
risy — repeatedly gave him the lie, and left him in convulsions." 
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IMFDYod tioaUe io snpennteBd and presevre the &bfie . 
iwfaieli he bad reared. Mr Townsend died ; Mr Con- 
way resigned; the Duke of drafion deserted Lord 
Chatham, for the friendships vrUch weare to be £>und 
at Court ; Lord Chatham himself, ai last abaneUming 
the Ministry which he had formed, was reconciled to 
his brothers Bnd to the Hookingham Whigs. At that 
crisis the JDuke of Bedford ctccepted t^e offers of the 
Court, jomed the Duke of Grafton, and dreu> upon 
'kimseif ^e Jkrctsi rage of all the Whigs, bj making 
lituiseif, as they conceived, the sanourof Lord Bute, of 
the Tories, and of the system of secret influence in 
Ihe closet. After more thaa a year from the Ibrmation 
fof the coalition^ which still stood unshaken, Junius at- 
tacked the Duke of Bedford, in the manner which 
every reader reccJl^ts., in the celebrated letter of Sep- 
^mber 19, 1769, (N9. S3). The Dnke's whole public 
MB^ private copduct are there reviewed ; and whatever 
is odious, mean, (mt unpopular in his conduct, is rendered 
still mere so by the consummate skill ^and eloquence of 
•the writer. ' The contrast,' says Heron, ' of a fancied 
good character with the actual bad one of the Duke of 
Bedford ; the artful imputaticm of treachery won by 
ibribes in the negotiating of the peace ; the hinted 
fCoarseoeifls and vulgarity of the object of his satire in 
\VB& private pleasures ; the recaihng that outrage to recol- 
lection, with which the Duke had, on a former occa- 
sion, treated his sovereign ; the suggestion, that the 
Duke might now fancy all his plans of ambition con- 
summated and himself indisputable ma^er of the v6i» 
ces of the cabinet council ; above all, the alariiing 
earnestness with which, in the concluding paragraphs. 
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the Duke is taught to believe the whole empire to be, 
as it were, in arms against him ; compose together an 
assemblage of splendid parts, forming certainly one of 
the most powerfully and elaborately eloquent of all this 
collection of Letters.' * 

Lord Temple himself could not hare given a better 
historical account of facts than is contained in this 
brief sketch, which I have extracted from Heron's 
Notes. 1st, the attempt (as stated in Lord Templets 
Pamphlet of 1766) by Mr Pitt and Lord Temple to 
form an administration, and its fiiulure ; 2d, a Ministry 
formed by Mr Pitt and opposed by George GrrenviUe, 
his brother, and the Duke of Bedford, who had been 
removed to make room for Mr Pitt's Ministry, and had 
united himself with Lord Tem{^e's party ; 3d, the fail- 
ure of Mr Pitt in consequence of this opposition ; 4th, 
the desertion of the Duke of Grafton ,* 5th, the rean^ 
ciUatian with his brothers, Lord TempUand Mr €fra^ 
viUe ; and, lastly, their disappointmeifi on the Duke of 
Bedfor^s deserting them and joining the Duke of 
Grafton. These are, certainly, sufficient reasons fiv 
the indignation of Junius, that is. Lord Temple, 
against the Duke of Bedford. 

I stop one moment to ask, whether it is possible, thi^ 
this letter to the Duke of Bedfi»'d, could have been 
penned by Sir Philip Francis, by Home Tooke, by Mr 
Uoyd ; in short by any one but him who moved in the 
sphere of action described — by any but one who feh 
his pre-eminence of station, of character, of intellect, 
of disappointment 1 It could have proceeded from no 
other than Lord Temple. I am, ^c. 

* Heron's Juniiu, vol. i. p« 261. 
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LETTER XX. 

Sir, 

The attack of Junius on the Marquis of Granby, 
though of minor importance in some points of view, 
was a necessary part of the plan of operations in Lord 
Temple's party. He was the commander-in-chief of 
the army ; and, as Heron says, was ' one of the most 
popular of all the members of the administration ; and, 
since it was the object of Junius to overthrow the min- 
istry, he thought it necessary to use peculiar pains to 
blast the popularity of those of them, of whom public 
opinion was inclined to judge the least unfavorably.' 
Heron adds, that this attack on the Marquis of Granby 
was * inspired with all the artful vehemence of personal 

and political hatred His military friends were 

enraged, that the secrecy of a fictitious name should 
conceal that author from their vengeance. Lord George 
Germaine (afterwards known as Lord Sackville), not 
undeservedly disgraced for not having eagerly done his 
duty in the battle of Minden, was supposed to be the 
only man, at least the only military man, who could 
write so well, and could have secret motives for writing 
so bitterly against Lord Granby.'* 

But the commander-in-chief was made a more con- 
spicuous character in the scene, from the circumstance 
of his being defended, unsuccessfully, by an officer in 
the army, whose complete defeat by Junius on this oc- 
casion is one of the most striking incidents in the course 

* Heron's Junius, vol. i, pages 37, 43, notes. 

14» 
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of the Letters — I allude to Sir William Draper. It 
is supposed that this officer * was ambitious to shew 
that the commander-in-chief had a military friend, who 
could defend his political reputation with greater gal- 
lantry th& this terrible secret enemy, and at least with 
equal eloquence. Sir William was not a mere soldier ; 
he had received an excellent education, and had been 
lor a considerable time a residing member of an uni- 
versity .... On several occasions, his ability as a writer 
was made known to the - public ; always with advan- 
tage. He had a vanity in showing, that he was no less 
an elegant scholar than a gallant and skilful soldier. 
There was a mixture of literary ambition, soldierly 
frankness, and ardent friendship in his eager interpo- 
sition to defend the Marquis of Granby against the 
bold imputations of Junius. So far as literary fame 
might be his object, he has not been disappointed. He 
is generally confessed to have been an adversary not 
unworthy of him to whom he opposed himself * 

The result of his contest with Junius is well known 
to every reader. But I shall advert to two or three cir- 
cumstances, so far as the question of authorship is con- 
cerned, which, if Lord Temple was the writer, prove 
how entirely mistaken Sir William Draper was in the 
opinions he seems to have formed of the real Junius. 
In allusion to a remark that his ( Junius's) ' rank or 
fortune placed him above a common bribe,' Sir William 
sneeringly says — * as you told us of your impor- 
tance, and that you are a person of rank and fortune 
and above a common bribe, you may in all probability 

* Heron's Jonios, vol. i, pag« 44. 
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be not unknown to his lordship (Earl Shelborne), who 
can satisfy yon of what I say.' But if Lord Temple 
was Junius^ this sneer was altogether misplaced. Again, 
Sir William says contemptuously — * I know not wheth- 
er Junius be considerable enough to belong towy party ; 
if he should be so, can he affirm, that he has always 
adhered to one set of men and measures ? Is he sure, 
that he has never sided with those whom he was first 
Mred to abuse ? Has he never abused those he was 
hired to praise ? ' * Insinuations like these could only 
have excited ridicule in Sir William's real adversary. 

It is a singular circumstance, as Dr Good observes, 
that Sir William Draper and Junius were antagonists 
in political warfare, under signatures mutually unknown, 
so far back as May, 1767, two years before the series 
of Junius's Letters was begun ; Junius having written 
at that time under the name of Paplicola, and Sir 
William under the signature of W. D. The subject 
of Sir William's observations was a defence of Lord 
Chatham against some strong observations made upon 
his character by Mr Wilkes, in a letter addressed to 
the Duke of Grafton, and which I have already quoted. 
This, you will recollect, was at the period (1767) when 
Lord Temple and Lord Chatham had separated, and 
when the latter had been so severely attacked by the 
former, in his Pamphlet of the preceding year, and in 
his letters of the 98th of April, 1767, which I have 
ali^ady quoted (see page 33), and of other dates, quoted 
at pages 86, 87, &«. 

* Letter 4. 
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I would add to this, that I have little or no doabt, 
that Sir William Draper was also the author of a Reply 
to Lord Temj^e's Pamphlet of 1766. 1 beg leave to 
•refer to a part of it : * Of the same nature are the 
charges'Qf Lord Chatham's having altered his coilnex- 
ions, whioh in political matters is so very common a case, 
and often on very good grounds. But has Lord Temple 
to boast that he has not done the same thing with re- 
gard to the nobleman whose interest he voluntarily es- 
poused, or at least with those most in connexion with 
him, but who are now become friends, made from ene- 
mies, because they were the connexions of that brother 
whom he so much condemned and opposed for taking 
part with them against himself, Lord Chatham, and aU 
those whom he never ought to have deserted ? ' * 

Afler Sir William Draper's defence of his friend, 
Lord Granby, he was soon obliged to relinquish that 
contest, not because he found none upon which to stand, 
but in order to defend himself. Foiled, he withdrew 
from the contest, extremely mortified. The public, 
perhaps, are not familiar with a fact of some little inter- 
est to Americans, that shortly afterwards, he left Eng- 
land, arrived in Charleston, South Carolina, in January 
1770, and travelled towards the north as far as New- 
York, receiving that hospitality which in this country 
is always paid to strangers, and with the attentions that 
were due to the merit of such a visitor. At New- 
York he married Miss De Lancy, ' a lady of great 
connexions there, and agreeable endowments.' In 
1778, he was appointed Lieutenant-Governor of Minor- 

* London Magazine for 1766. 
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ca. He left England in October, 1769 ; and his last 
letter to Junius, dated the 2d of October, 1769, is 
headed — *A word at parting to Junius.' A few days 
after the publication of this letter, says Dr. Good, a 
report was circulated, that Sir William Draper, in con- 
sequence of his defence of Lord Granby, had been ap- 
pointed to a governorship in America, which Sir William 
contradicted in a note addressed to the printer of the 
Public Advertiser, Octi 20, 1769 — in which he says — 
' The story has been raised to make the public believe, 
that he has endeavored to vindicate those, whom he 
knows to have been most infamously traduced, for the 
sake of a reward. His motive for this voyage is en- 
tirely curiosity. He has nothing to do with the politics 
of this ministry, or of any other set of men whoso- 
ever. ' * 

His defence of the injured, however well intended, 
was not much valued by those who were the objects of 
it. Junius observes, in a manner which has the appear- 
ance of knowing something about the fact — ' It has 
been said, and I believe truly, that it was signified to 
Sir William Draper, as the request of Lord Grranbyj 
that he should desist ftom writing in his Lordship's de- 
fence. Sir William Draper certainly drew Junius for- 
ward to say more of Lord Granby's character than he 
originally intended. He was reduced to the dilemma 
of either being totally silenced or of supporting his 
first letter.' And Junius did not intend to make him 
a particular subject of attack ; he says, he lamented his 
death ; and ' never spoke of him with resentment.' 

* Woodfall's Junius, Letter 27, note. 
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Lord Graaby too, as Junias asserts, thought proper ' to 
condenin, retract, and disarow, by a most sQlemn deda- 
ratioQ in the House of Commons, that rery system of 
political conduct, which Junius had held forth to the 
4iisapprobation of the public' * 

In connexion with these military characters, I am re- 
minded of a fact which will be enlarged upon herea^ 
ter — that Lord Temple, from hairing been in the War 
Department, necessarily became familiarly acquainted 
with those numerous details respectmg the aimy , which 
appear so prominent in some of Junius's Letters, and 
which have led some persons to conclude, though loo 
hastily, that Junius must have been himself a military 
officer, or the. amanuensis of one. But, I believe, noth- 
ing of a military character will be found in Junius, 
which would not naturally fall under the knowledge of 
any persons at the head of the War Departinent. 

I am, d&c. 

* Junius, note at the end of Letter 8, 
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LETTER XXI. 

Sir, 

I have laid before 'you a very summary view of 
such facts and circumstances, connected with the prin- 
cipal personages in the letters of Junius, as have a bear- 
ing upon the point of Lord Temple's authorship. I 
shall now bring together various facts, more immediately 
relating to the history of Lord Temple himself, which 
will fully corroborate the conclusions I have drawn 
from the sources above mentioned. I shall, perhaps, 
tax your patience with details ; but, as I have before 
observed, they are indispensable. 

Richard Grenville, afterwards Earl Temple, was, as 
I have before stated, the elder brother of Mr George 
Grenville, who took so conspicuous a part in the meas- 
ures of the British Ministry in relation to the American 
Colonies. Dr Good observes of Junius — *It is not 
impossible to form a plausible guess at the age of Juni- 
us, from a passage in one of his Private Letters ; an 
inquiry, which, though otherwise of little or no conse- 
quence, is rendered in some measure important as a 
test to determine the validity of the claims that have 
been laid to his writings by different candidates or their 
friends. The passage referred to, occurs in his letter to 
Woodfall, dated Nov. 27, 1771 : " After long experience 
of the world," says he, "I affirm before God, I never 
knew a rogue who was not unhappy." Now when this 
declaration is coupled with the two facts that he made 
it under the repeated promise and intention of disclos- 
ing himself to his correspondent, and that the corres- 
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pondent thus schooled, by a moral axiom gleaned from 
his own long experience of the world, was at this very 
time something more than thirty years of age, it seems 
absurd to suppose Junius could be much less than fifty, 
or that he affected an age he had not actually attained.' * 

I have not happened to meet with a precise date 
VI /^ /I showing the exact age of Lord Temple; but, his next 
4^ Uj younger brother, George Grenville, was born in 1712, 
and consequently, at the date of the letter just quoted, 
was about fifty-nine years old ; Lord Temple, therefore, 
must at the time have been about sixty or sixty-one 
years old ; a period of life, when he might justly speak 
of his 'long experience of the world.* 

It is observed by Dr Good — * That he [Junius] was 
not only a man of highly cultivated general talents and 
education, but who had critically and successfully stud- 
ied the language, the law, the constitution and history 
of his native country, is indubitable. Yet this is not 
all ; the proofs are just as clear, that he was also a man 
of independent fortune, that he moved in the immedi- 
ate circle of the court, and was intimately acquainted 
fi'om its first conception, with almost every public meas- 
ure, every ministerial intrigue, and every domestic inci- 
dent.' t 

The opinion here expressed by Dr Good, respecting 
the talents, education, and extensive knowledge of Ju- 
nius, is in accordance with that of every one who has 
ever read Junius. In addition to what has been already 
stated on the subject of the talents and power of lan- 
guage possessed by Lord Temple, I quote here the pas- 

• WoodfairB Junius, Preliminarj Essay, vol. i, p. 46. 
t Woodfall's Junius, Preliminary Essay, vol. i, p. 32. 
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i»age from Smollet's History of England, to which you 
referred. On the debate in Parliament in 1753, upon 
the bill for repealing an act which had allowed Jews to 
be naturalized, SmoUet says — * Though the lords, in 
general, concurred in the expediency of the repeah, it 
was opposed by a few, as too great a sacrifice to the 
idle and unfounded clamors of the multitude ; and upon 
this side of the debate a great power of elocution was 
displayed by Earl Temple — who had lately succeed- 
, ed to this title on the death of his mother — a nobleman 
\^of distinguished abilities, and the most amiable dispo- 
sition, frank, liberal, humane, and zealously attached 
to the interest and honor of his country.' * 

Dr Good further observes of Junius — * That he was 
a man of eas3r, if not of affluent circumstances, is un- 
questionable from the fact, that he never could be induc- 
ed in any way or shape to receive any ackhowledgment 
from the proprietor of the Public Advertiser for the 
great benefit and popularity he conferred on this paper 
by his writings, and to which he was fairly entitled. 
When the first genuine edition of his letters was on the 
point of publication, Mr Woodfall again urged him 
either to accept half its profits or to point out to him 
some public charity or other institution, to which an 
equal sum might be presented. His reply to this re- 
quest is contained in a paragraph of one of his Private 
Letters, No. 59, and confers credit on both parties : 
* "What you say about the profits is very handsome. I 
like to deal with such men. As for myself, be assured 
that / am far above all pecuniary views, and no other 

* Hist, of England, B. 3, Chap. 3, Sect 9. 
15 
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person, I think, has any claim to share wiUi you. Make 
the most of it, therefore, and let all your views in life 
be directed to a solid, however moderate independence ; 
without it no man can be happy, nor even honest' lb 
thib last sentence, continues Dr Good, ' he reasoned 
from the sphere of life in which he was accustomed to 
move ; and, confining it to that sphere, the transactions 
of every day show us that he reasoned correctly.' ♦ In 
another letter, to Woodfall, Junius asks to be informed 
of his expenses, in case of a prosecution for publishing 
the Letter to the King, and promises to indemnify him. 

In the Letter of Junius, 12 April, 1769, he writes — 
' That he is neither a partisan of Mr Wilkes, nor yet 
bought off by the Ministry. It is true I have refused 
offers which a more prudent, or a more interested msOL 
would have accepted. Whether it be simplicity or a 
virtue in me, I can only affirm that I am in earnest; 
because I am convinced, as far as my understanding is 
capable of judging, that the present ministry are driv- 
ing this country to destruction ; and you, I think. Sir, 
may be satisfied that my rank and fortune place me 
above a common bribe,' 

Compare these remarks with the following account 
of Lord Temple's rank and fortune, for some of the 
particulars of which I am indebted to my friend, Mr 

Richard, Earl Temple, was a son of Richard Grea- 
viUe of Wootton, who married Hester, eldest daughter 
of Sir Richard Temple of Stowe, in Buckinghamshire, 
and sister of Richard, Viscount and Baron Cobbam. 

* Woodfall's Junias, Preliminary Essay, vol. i, p. 33. 
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On tbe <featb of her brother, this lady became Yiscount- 
^89 and Baroness Cobham^ and was further advanced 
to the dignity of Countess Temple. The Countess 
died in 1752, and was succeeded by her eldest son, the 
above-named Richard, Earl Temple,* whom I have in 
/^ these lettei:3 considered to be the author of Junius. 
6/ May 4, 173j, he married Anna, daughter and co-heir- 
ess of Thomas Chambers, Esq., of Hanworth, county 
of Middlesex, worth j^90,009. t He had one daughter, 
Elizabeth, (his only child), who died at four years of 
ag^, 1738. 

It is mentioned in the Annual Register for 1767, 
that on the occasion of the re-election of Alderman 
Beckfocd, (which was a highly contested election), at 
an eniiertain«[>eiit given at Quildhall, but four or five 
o^ the Aldermen « attended, but that Lord and Lady 
Temple were aJWUft ^he guests, and that Lady Tem- 
ple appealed m a «plen4id dress, with jewelry to the 
amount of fifty thousand pouods. 

I am aware that Mr Barker, in his Letters on Junius, 
says, he is iiot prepared to admit that Junius ws^ 
^ himself a man of high rank, or a scion of nobility.' 
But the arguments of Mr Butler oii the other side, as 
quoted by Mr Barker, are not easy to be answered. 
Mr Butler says -^ ' In the Letter, \^hich we have tran- 
scribed, notice is taken of the tone of equality, in 
which Junius mentions and addresses the very highest 
personages of his times ; how difficult it is for a person 
of inferior rank to do this, appears from Swift's lietten 

* DebfAlt's Peerage, vol* &, p, 48. 

t Annual Register ; an4 Gentleman** Magatine, ibr 1737. 



172 LSTTBRfl ON TOB 

and anecdotes of him, in whi^ his conscioasness of 
inferiority, notwithstanding his assumption of equality, 
pierces through every disguise. To all his illustrious 
contemporaries, Cicero ever writes en pair ; D' Alembert 
too, in the midst of all his flattery (through which, 
however, his ironical smile is often seen), keeps the 
King of Prussia at a respectful distance.' 

The supposition of Junius's being * a man of high 
rank,' and that he moved in the immediate circle of the 
court, is also in accordance with another fact which 
appears in every page of his Letters — and which, as 
Dr Good observes, cannot even now be contemplated 
without surprise ; that was, ' the facility with which he 
became acquainted with every ministerial manoeuvre, 
whether public or private, from almost the very moment 
of its conception. At the first moment, the partizans 
of the prime minister [the Duke of Grafton], were ex- 
tolling his official integrity and virtue, in not only re- 
sisting the terms offered by Mr Vaughan for the pur- 
chase of the reversion of a patent place in Jamaica, 
but in commencing a prosecution against Vaughan for 
thus attempting to corrupt him. Junius in his letter of 
Nov. 29, 1769 (No. 33), exposed this affectation of 
cojmess, as he calls it, by proving, that the minister 
was not only privy to, but a party concerned in, the 
sale of another patent place.* The rapidity with which 
the affair of General Gansell reached Junius, is also no- 
ticed by Dr Good. See Junius's Letters, Nos. 30 and 
81. In his letter to the Duke of Bedford, also, Dr 

* See also Private Letters to Woodfall, No. 15, where particu- 
Ian are stated respecting this transactiim. 
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Good remarkd, that be narrates facts, which could 
acarcely be known but to persons imipediately acquaint- 
ed with the family ; ^nd when the printer was threatened 
with a prosecution for the Letter to the Duke, Junius 
tells him he has nothing to fear — ' I am sure,' says 
he, ' I can threaten him privately with such a storm as! 
would make him tremble even in his grave.'* He was 
equally acquainted with the domestic concerns of Lord 
Hertford's family : * Nobody is so vociferous as the 
Earl of Hertford on the subject of the late unprecedent- 
ed marriage !' This was the marriage of the Duke of 
Cumberland. Again ; of a Mr Swinney, a correspon- 
dent of the printer's, he observes — * That Swinney is 
a dangerous fool ; he had the impudence to go to Lord 
George Sackville, whom he had never spoken to, and 
to ask him whether or no he was the author of Junius ; 
take care of him/ 

His secret intelligence respecting public transactions, 
as Dr Good observes, was as extraordinary ; of which 
a remarkable instance is, the notice of the dismission 
of Sir Jeffery Amherst — and also his information to 
Woodfall, that a secret expedition of ships of the line 
was fitting out for the East Indies : ' Without regard- 
ing the language of ignorant or interested people, de- 
pend upon the assurance / give you, that, &c.' t 

He was able to inform his printer who were the au-^ 
thors of various communications — * Your Veridicus is 
Mr Whitworth . . . Your Lycurgus is a Mr Kent, a 
young man of good parts,' ds^cl: 

* Private Letters to Woodfall, No. 10. 
t Private Letter, No. 28. 
t Private Letters, Nos. 5 and 6. 
15» 
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These circumstances all prove beyond a doubt the 
rank and circle in which Junius moved ; and they all 
correspond with the case of Lord Temple. 

This early information, which Junius possessed, of 
the measures of government, is also particularly noticed 
by Mr Butler. * Those,* says Mr Butler, * who recol- 
lect the controversy which took place between the 
Count de Guignes, the French ambassador in this coun- 
try, and Salvador, the Portuguese Jew, in consequence 
of certain stock-jobbing transactions, during the disputes 
between Spain and this country respecting Falkland's 
Island, and the manner in which the British cabinet 
changed on a sudden, from words of war to words of 
peace, must be surprised at the early intelligence which 
Junius gave of this change to Woodfali.' t Now Lord 
Temple, from his situation, knew all about this and 
other measures relating to Spain. I have before men- 
tioned (page 64), the circumstance of his leaving the 
cabinet, with Lord Chatham, because they two, acting 
together, were overruled by the other members, in 
relation to the Spanish war. I am, &c. 

t Butler's Reminiscences, vol. i, page 75. 
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LETTER XXII. 

Sir, 

There is another point in the history of Junius, as 
Dr Good observes, which must not be passed over with- 
out observation, although otherwise it might be scarcely 
entitled to notice ; and that is, that during a great part 
of the time from January, 1769, to January, 1772, the 
period included in his letters, he uniformly resided in 
London or its immediate vicinity, and that he never 
quitted his stated habitation for a longer period than a 
few weeks. Incessantly engaged in supporting the pre- 
tensions and character of Junius, attacked as it was by 
numerous writers of the administration, he had no time 
for remote excursions, nor often for relaxation, even in 
the vicinity of the metropolis itself* In a letter of 
Nov. 8, 1769, to Woodfall, he says — * I have been out 
of town ybr three weeks.* On another occasion, * I have 
been some days in the country.' In another letter, 
about Nov. 15, 1771 — * I want rest most severely, and 
am going to find it in the country for a few days,' t 

When we know the fact, that Lord Temple's country 
residence was at Stowe, only about a day's journey 
from London, all this is as naturally explained, as it 
would be difficult of explanation, if, with some, we sup- 
pose that Junius resided in Ireland, or other place re- 
mote from the metropolis. While in London, his resi- 
dence was in Pall-Mall, from which street he dates his 

* Woodfairs Junius, Preliminaxy Esgay, page 47. 
t Private Letters, Nos. 11, 7. 
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letter to Wilkes, to which you referred me. That he 
was not a fixed resident in London would seem to be 
inferable (though not necessarily) from his 58th Letter, 
* addressed to the Livery of London/ which begins 
thus : ' Gentlemen ; if you alone were concerned in the 
event of the present election of chief magistrate of 
the metropolis, it would be the highest presumption in a 
stranger to attempt to influence your choice, or even 
to offer you his opiniqn.' 

Now the advocates of Sir Philip Francis and Mr 
Lloyd will not admit, that those writers could be con- 
sidered strangers in London. It was at Lord Temple's 
house in Pall-Mall, also, according to the Memoirs of 

fn Eminent Bookseller, quoted by Mr Barker, that Almon 
did not fail to pay his devoirs once a week, at least, 
and teas always admitted.'* Mr Almon was called 
' Lord Temple's man. His visits to Pall-Mall and Stowe 
were frequent and notorious. At both places he was 
always received in the most gracious manner.' f I 
would remark here, by the way, that this circumstance 
gives great weight to the statements which I have quoted 
in various instances from Mr Almon. 

It is been assumed by many writers on this subject, 
that Junius must have been a military man, from his 
use of military language and his acquaintance with the 
business of the war-office. But these circumstances 
may be easily accounted for, on the supposition of Lord 
Temple's authorship. In the first place he was LK>rd 

* See above, page 137, and the remark in the note there re- 
specting Lord Sackville. 

t Barker's Letters, page 145. 
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Lieutenant of the County of Buckingham, which gave 
him the command of^the militia and all military affairs 
of the county, including the commissioning of colonels, 
majors, captains, and subaltern officers. Lord Temple, 
accordingly, we have seen, was, as commander-in-chief 
of the county, required by the king to dismiss Colonel 
Wilkes from his command of a county regiment.* But 
what is of more importance in relation to this point, 
was his being for a considerable period in the war de-^ 
partment, and first Lord of the Admiralty. And dur- 
ing that period, as I have before observed, he planned 
and conducted the most important measures of the war ; 
which gave to Lord Chatham his great popularity and 
fame. These situations, and his necessary intercourse 
with military men, would of course give him a sufficient 
familiarity with military language to enable him to use 
so much of it as would be generally understood by his 
readers. Certain it is, that the same ready use of mili- 
tary language occurs in Lord Temple's Pamphlet of 
1766. 

I transcribe from a single leaf of that Pamphlet, a 
few military phrases, to compare with some from Ju- 
nius's Letters. 

* For a little time he (Mr Pitt) was quiet, but his 
ever restless ambition soon broke out, and he aimed at 
the sole guidance of the State, which he seemed re- 
solved to take hy storm* * It is his nature to bear no 
control ; therefore the king was taken captive in his 
closet, and made prisoner upon the throne.* 

* See page 137. 
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''Tim Ikde corps , contemptiUe in nwmber&, and des^^ 
picable in abilities, is to be remforeed bj subaltems g( 
Hm late ministry ; by those whose excessive lust fof 
t^e, whose ingratitude, meanness, and subserviency, 
would- not suffer them to follow the resignations and 
dismissions of their patrons. The moment these heard 
there was another recruiting' serjsant in town, they in- 
stancy deserted both the officers and colors under whieh 
they had first enlisted, and for present pat^ and good 
quarters, repaired to the drumkeiid of the enemy.* 

We have here a greater collection of military phrases 
than is to be found in all Junius's Letters ; and yet the 
author was not by profession a military man. 

Mr Butler and Mr Wilkes came to the conclusion, 
that Junius * had lived with military men, from the pro- 
priety of his language on military subjects. And Mr 
Barker has given -in his appendix, upon the authority 
of a friend, seven instances of Junius's * images and 
illustrations,' drawn from the military/ art ; which may 
be compared with those I have just given from the Pam- 
phlet of 1766 : 

1. ' As if an appeal to the public were no more than, 
a military coup de main, where a brave man has no 
rules to follow but the dictates of his courage,' Let* 
ter a 

2. ' A submissive administration was at last gradually 
collected from the deserters of all parties, interests, and 
connexions, and nothing remained but to find a leader 
for these gallant, well-disciplined troops.' Letter 1^, 

3. 'His palace is besieged — the lines of drcumvcd^ 
lotion are drawing around him, and unless he finds a 
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resource in his own activity, the best of princes must 
submit to the confinement of a state prisoner untU your 
Grace's deaths or some less fortunate event, shall raise 
the siege.* Letter 23. 

4. ' I may quit the service, but it would be absurd to 
suspect me of desertion,' Letter 44. 

5. ' The favor of his country constitutes the shield 
which defends him against a thousand daggers — deser- 
tion would disarm him.' Letter 59. 

6. *The wary Wedderburne, the pompous Suffolk, 
never threw away the scabbard, nor ever went upon a 

forlorn hope,' Letter 59. 

7. ' When the contest turns upon the interpretation 
of the laws, you cannot, without a formal surrender of 
all your reputation, yield the post of honor even to 
Lord Chatham.' Letter 69. 

The author of * Junius Unmasked,' Boston, 1828, 
has observed, that — 'Junius, had been a soldier — 
as Lord Sackville had beeij ;' to which I would apply 
the remarks already made on this point. 

I am, &c. 
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LETTER XXIII. 

Sir, 

As Janius has been thought to be a military man, 
because he occasionally uses military expressions, so he 
has, by many persons, been thought a lawyer, from his 
use of the language of lawyers. Without having the 
presumption myself to* judge of his use of professional 
language, I beg leave only to refer to his express decla- 
rations on this head. That he was not a lawyer, I 
think is very clear, from his letter to Lord Mansfield, 
as follows : 

* To prove the meaning and intent of the legislature, 
will require a minute and tedious deduction. To in- 
vestigate a question of law demands some labor and 
attention, though very little genius or sagacity. As a 
practical profession, the study of the law requires but 
a moderate portion of abilities. The learning of a 
pleader is usually upon a level with his integrity. The 
indiscriminate defence of right and wrong contracts 
the understanding, whOe it corrupts the heart. Subtle- 
ty is soon taken for wisdom, and impunity for virtue. 
If there be any instances upon record, as some there 
are undoubtedly, of genius and morality united in a 
lawyer, they are distinguished by their singularity, and 
operate as exceptions.' * 

I ought to add, that it is said that Lord Eldon de- 
clared in the House of Lords, that * the author of the 
Letters of Junius, if not a lawyer, must certainly have 

* Letter 68. 
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nrritten in concert with the ablest and best of lawyers.' * 
Bat, on the other hand, Mr Butler, the eminent English 
lawyer, has declared that Junius could not be a lawyer, 
because of ' his gross inaccuracy ' in the use of legal 
terms. Now Lord Temple was not a lawyer by pro- 
fession; bat at the time of writing Junius's Letters, 
Lord Chatham, and his brother, George Grenville, the 
latter of whom was bred to the law, were his confiden- 
tial friends ; and he was himself undoubtedly as well read 
in the laws of his country as every gentleman ought to 
be, who takes a share in the affairs of his government. 

Again — the writers on this question remark, that 
Junius was friendly to the politics of the North Briton. 
So was Lord Temple, being himself one of the contribu- 
tors to that publication, in conjunction with Charles 
Churchill and Mr Wilkes. 

Junius, it is also agreed, must have been a personal 
and political friend of Mr George Grenville. It has 
af^ared through the whole course of our inquiry, that 
Lord Temple was warmly attached to Mr Grenville, 
his own brother, and in constant friendship with him, 
. except during the period of the quarrel with Lord Chat- 
ham. 

Junius was also an enemy of Lord Chatham at one peri- 
od, and afterwards his friend. This has also been shown 
to have been the case with Lord Temple, and exactly at 
the periods when the breach and reconciliation took 
l^ace between him and Lord Chatham. 

He was also a zealous supporter of the cause in which 
Mr Wilkes was engaged, apart from personal regard for 

* Heron's Jonias, vol. i, p. 70. 
16 
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him ; and, on the other hand/ he was fiieaily t» Mir 
Wilkes independently of the cause. So was Lord T^ 
pie. This regard for Wilkes and -the cause, was, bo 
doubt, one reason ibr Lord Temple's utter defestatidik 
of Lord Barrington's character. He was the man n^ 
moved for the expulsion of Wilkes, in which he waft 
seconded by Mr Rigby. Lord Harrington, howerer, says 
Dr Good, was besides guilty of atrocities which no man 
can yet have forgotten, nor will, but with the total ok^ 
vion of his name. He had also deceived Lord Temple 
himself * Mr Wilkes never deserted his friend Lord 
Temple, while he lived. 

' Dr Good says '•— * To judge of the moral and pcditical 
character of Junius from his writings, as weU private 
as public, he appears to have be^i a man of bc^d 
and ardent spirits, tenaciously hon<vabIe in his per- 
sonal connexk>ns, but vehement and inveterate in his 
enmities, and quick and irritable in conceiving them.' t 
Mr Almon, who had been on the most intimate terms 
with Lord Temple for nearly twenty years, says of idm 
— - * The natnral disposition of this noble Lord was tke 
j'most amiable that can be conceived to his friends, bat 
^ when offended, his disapprobation was warm and 4301^ 
^spicnous, — his language flowed i^ntimeoady from 
his feelings ; his heart^ and his voice always eAwnb- 
ponded.' { 

I proceed to notice some other circumstances, wlm^ 
are stated by writers on this question, and wkieh de- 
serve attention. 

* Junius'fl Miscellaneous Letters, No. 113. 

t Preliminary Essay, page €5. 

t Almon's Anecdotes of Chatham, vol. 9, {nge S9. 



. Mr Tajlor^ as. qaoled bj Mr Barker, says — ' To 
hare approved at the same time of Mr GreoTiUe and 
Lord Chatham was impossible.' Bot this apparent diffi- 
euity is explained by advertiag to the quarrel and re- 
c^ciliatioii with Mr GieuTille in 17d5, and with Lord 
Chatham in. 176B. Janios's Letters began after this, 
January ^^ 1769. 

. The Edinbdr^ Review observes-"* A sim^e test 
aseertains the political connexions of Juqius — • the only 
circumstance which he could not disguise, because it 
tsould not be concealed without defeating his general 
purpose. He supported the cause of authority against 
America -r-* with Mr Grenville, the minister -» against 
the Stamp Act. He maintained the highest popidar 
principles on the Middlesex election, with the same 
stateeman, who was the leader of opposition on that 
qaestion.' No other party in the kingdom but the 
<lf envilles oombiiied these two <^inions.' 

On this it may be remarked, that even the Grenville 
^^avty did not* at all periods combine these opinions, un- 
less we consider Lord Temple to represent the party. 
For a time he was against Mr Grenville and Lord ChaH- 
Jnun, members of that party ; but, as before observed, 
ifaey were all afterwards reconciled, and acted in con^ 
4sert 

The same Review further says — * Whoever revives 
•the inquiry, therefore, unless he discovers positive and 
ffreaistMe evidence in support of his claimant, should 
'i^ew him to be politically attached to the Grenville par- 
ty, which Junius certainly was ; and must also produce 
eome specimens of his writings of tolerahle lengdi, 
each as might afford reasonable grounds for believing 
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that he eooid have written those Letters^ vriddi flnut 
be allowed to be finished models, though not of the 
purest and highest sort, of cmnfKMntion.' 
- The ^iiets and circamstanees stated in the coarse of 
the preceding letters, show minately Jumns'e pdfitied 
and personal attachments, and fvdfii the first of thea^ 
two conditions; and the specimens of compositiQn, 
If hich I have ventared to call L(»rd T^nple's, upon 
good evidence, as I tlnnk, are sufficient to satisfy the 
other. 

The Reverend Mr Fellowes, a correspcmdent of Mr 
Bark^'s, says — ' Creorge Grenville himself could net 
have been Uie author of Junius's Letters. The semi* 
ments and the diction were above his reach. He had 
little illumination of mind and no command of style.' * 
Mr Fellowes is correct in the fact, that Mr Grenville 
could not have been the author ; but, whether he gives 
a good reason for it or not, in** the incapacity of Mr 
Chrenville, we need not decide, as there is another rea- 
son which he strangely overlooked, but which is conclu- 
sive — that is, Grenville died in the year 1770, but Ju- 
nius continued to write for two years afi^wards. 
, Mr Barker, after a fiill and candid examination, andL 
«pon the mAharity of Dr Faicmer, Dr Forster, JOr Pair, 
and the late Peter Walsh, Esq. (who, each pursuing a 
different course arrived at the same point, viz. that 
Charles Lloyd was the writer), adopts tl» conclusion «— 
/.that Lloyd was concerned in the authcHrship of .the 
Letters, either as the amanuensis, or as a coUector of 
intelligence, or '' the cfm^eyancer " of the Letters them- 
selves.' But the supposition that Lord Temple was the 

* Barker's Letters, p. 269. 
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r, witt tm^ il uBne^aMiy to mnme, that Llojd 
hud any conoern whatoTor in them. Mr Wilkes^ Mr 
Butkr, and some, otibers, have considered Jumus's 
ffaise of Lord Chatham to be * iromcaL' But^ if I am 
fiot wboU/ .mistaken in the oase, thi^ sttf^sitkin is as 
iSiinecessary as the preceding. 

, Frpm these and other circomstances, it probably hl^l' 
fe&ed, that at the time of Junius's Letters, a writer in 
ih6 Public AdTertiser, of Not* 18, 1771, treated Loid 
.Teniple, not as Junius, but as the patram of Junius •?- 
.' I presume,' says he, ' the conclusion is not a rash one, (" 
Aom these premises, (to omit, for the present, several 
Others), that the patron of Junius is the person oharae- 
in my last — Lord Temple.' * 



LETTER XXIV. 

In reviewing what 1 have written to you, I find 
some omissions of particulars, which may be important 
by way of fortifying my opinion as to the authorship 
' of Junius ; and I will endeavor to supply those omissions, 
though the succeeding remarks would have been better 
inserted in some of my former letters. I shall mention 
Aem, as they occur to me ; asking indulgence for the 
want of order and method in which they are oifored, 

* Barker*8 lidtters, p. 316. 
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iad which, I far, has hem too flMieh thei easts In iiif 
fmner letters. 

Id the GeniieiDaa's Megaxine fer Oelolier, 18K,« 
feriewer of Mr Berkec's Letten on Jnnine, ha»th« 
Mowing, which is also in Uie Letters: 'The ftnMmi 
Welsh Judfe, George Hardinge, says — I know enough 
of Jonios to know, tiiat he was of Lord Tem|iie's school, 
and that he wrote that paper fiom hints and materials 
promplfNi bj him. So far he was betrayed ap«i a fiwt 
•known only to three p^sens, Lord Chrtham, L«id 
Camden, Lord TeM^. The kOier, dmrimg the mhA 
^m«l of J^«fittr5, was bittm'i^ainst the two former; wbA 
so was Jmmm$, thoegh with an air of guard and candoii 
Lord Temple had not eloqiienoe or parts enongh to have 
written Junius, but I have no donbt that he knew the 
author.' 

This extract contains some truth, but mixed with some 
error. It is true, that Junius was of Lord Templets 
school, as I have supposed him to be Lnd Temple hinfr- 
self. But it is not true, that during the whole period of 
Juoius's Letters, Lord Temple was ' bitter against Lotd 
Chatham and Lord Camden.' On the contrary, it has al- 
ready ai^ared, by a comparison of dates, that Lord 
Temple, though he hadjpr€9fM»ly had a ' bitter' qnanel 
'With Lord Chatham, yet in October, 1768, a reoonciliatioa 
took place, and the next January, ( 1769), Junius's Letten 
began, during the whole period of which Jumus so ftr 
from being ' bitter ' against Lord Chatham, was waxoi 
in his fayor. In his 54th letter, dated the IStfa ef 
August, 1771, long before he discontinued writio^, he 
had become so warm a friend of Lord Chatham, ais to 
express his naturally strong feelings in the splendid 



AUTamsaip of jvhius. 16T 

tniogf 1o w^ick I have beftre aihuied, and wUek I b«f 
leave to insot in thisf^ace : ' It seems I am a partisao 
of tiie gtewt ieader of tbe c^ipositiaii. If the ckarge had 
been a reproach, it shooid have been better supported; 
I did not intend to make a public declaration of the 
ftt^ect I bear Lord ChathauL I well know what ui»> 
mwthj eoDcloBioiis would be drawn from it Bat I an 
oailed i^n to dehver my opinioD, and surely it is not 
in the little censure of Mr Home, to deter me from 
doing signal justice to a man, who, I confess, has grown 
-vpdik ray esteem.* As ffir the common sordid views of 
avarice or any purpose of vulgar ambition, I question 
l^k^her the af^ikuse of Junius would be of aerfice to 
Lord Cl«atham. My vote will hardly recommend him 
to an in^ease of his pension, or to a seat in the cahiaet. 
But if his ambition be upon a level with his understand- 
ing-** if he judges of what is truly bonarahle for him- 
eelf, with the same superior genius, which animates 
and dkects him, to eloquence in debate, to wisdom in 
' decision, even the pen of Junius shall contribute to 
reward him. Recorded honors shall gather round his 
monument, and thicken over him. It is a solid fabric, 
and will support the laurels that adorn it. I am nol 
oonversant in the language (^ panegyric. These 
Ipraiaes are extorted from me ; but they will iirear well, 
lor they have been dearly earned.' f 

It may be asked, what gave occa8k>n to Junius's 
being called the * partisan of Lord Chatham,' and by 
whom was he so called ? He had not yet written in 
praise of him. Was not the remark thrown out, to at- 

• See the former opinions of Junius, in my proceeding LeW 
ten, p. 87, Sdc. 

t Janius, Lett. 54. 
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trael notice to what he should say. in fiitore .nmiilien 
^eqwctiBg Lord Chatham ? After this. Lord Chatham, 
.'had grown upon his esteem ' — 'Lord Bote found no 
resource of dependence or. security in, the proud impofr* 
ing superiority of Lord Chatham's abilities, the shrewd 
•inflexible judgment of Mr Grenville.' Again — ' Nothr 
ing can be mote true than what you say about grnd 
men. They are indeed a pitiful race. Chatham hnm 
i;aUantly thrown away the scabbard and ne?er flinched* 
.Frmn thai moment I began to like him.* 

Dr Good, in his Preliminary Essay, further observes-^ 
^Whether the writer of these letters had any other and 
less worthy object in view than he unifcNrmly avowed, vis. 
a desire to subserve the best political interests of his 
•eoontry, it is impossible to ascertain with precisi<»). ]t 
■is unquestionably no. common occurrence in history, lo 
-behold a man thus steadily, and almost incessantly, fipr 
'five years, volunteering his services in the cause of thp 
.ipeople, amidst abuse and slander from every party, e^ 
'posed to universal resentment, unknown, and not daring 
to be known, without having any personal object to ac- 
quire, any sinister motive of individual aggrandisem^it 
-or reward.' 

I/nrd Temple being the author, is a. sufficient answn 
€a the ahpve ; Junius says of himself what was true of 
Lord Temple — ' my rank and fortune place me above 
a common bribe/ His hopes also of routing the minis- 
try, and c<Hning into place, were never despaired of till 
nearly the close of his letters. In a private letter to 
Woodfall, he writes; -I doubt much whether I shall 
ever have the pleasure of knowing you ; but, but if 
things take the turn I expect ^ you shallknbw me by my 
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works/ Things did not, however, take the tarn that 
Lord Temple expected ; for he (Junius) writing to Mr 
Woodfall in 1773, his last private letter, says, ' I hire 
seen the signals thrown out for your old friend and cof-> 
respondent, hut it is all alike vile and contemptibk. I 
meant the cause and the public —BOTH ARE GIVEN 
UP.' 

Again — Dr Good, on the subject of the politics of 
those times, and of Mr Burke's being suspected of the 
authorship of Junius, says, ' Burke was a decided parti* 
san of Lord Rockingham, and continued so during the 
whole of that nobleman's life. Junius, on the contrary, 
was a decided friend to Mr George Grenville. Each 
was an antagonist to the other upon the great subject of 
the American Stamp Act.' The above is in part cor- 
rect, though not as understood by the writer. For 
-when Lord Temple and Mr Pitt -withdrew from the 
ministry, Mr Grenville continued, and acted in concert 
with those who had been in opposition to Lord Temple 
and to Mr Pitt. But in consequence of the warm oppo- 
sition to his Stamp Act, he withdrew and united himself 
again to the interests of Lord Temple and Mr Pitt, al- 
though he had formerly been the persecutor of Mr 
Wilkes. This was the occasion of the remark of Sir 
William Blackstone in his pamphlet, entitled ' An 
Answer to theduestion Stated,' as noticed by Junius in 
letter to Sir Wm. Blackstone, thus — 'your first reflec- 
tion is, that Mr Grenville was, of all men, the person, who 
should not have complained of inconsistence with regard 
.to Mr Wilkes. This, Sir, is an unmeaning sneer, a 
peevish expression of resentment, or, &c.' It was Mr 
Grenville who advised the issuing of the General War- 
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rant ; and it is obserred in tike same Hole that Mr Greii- 
yiHe afterwards deserted the ministry and attached hiin* 
flrif strenuoosl J to the whig party. Upon this apparent 
inconsistency Junius (Lord Temple) shrewdly remarks, 
that whatever propriety or impropriety there might hate 
been in MrGrenville opposing Wilkes persmittRy, the 
present question had nothing to do with it, as he now 
rapports htm not on account of his personal character, 
bm as the instnunent of the people at large, whose righto 
and privileges the ministry hare grossly violated by their 
conduct towards him.'^ 

It is also said of Junius, that neither his enmity, nor 
his patriotism hurried him into any of those poKHcal ev- 
travagances, which have peculiarly marked the character 
of the present age ; a limited monarchy he (^nly pre- 
ferred to a republic. He strenuously opposed the support- 
ears of the BtU of Rights in their endeavors to restore ai^ 
Aual parliaments, and also of disfranchising a number of 
boroughs, which they regarded as corrupt and rotten; 
and, anterior to the American contest, was as thoroughly 
oonrinced as Mr George Grenville himself, of the s» 
premacy of the legislature of England over the Amer^ 
can colonies, t 

* Mr Bnrke speake thw of Mr Qrenville — < Our little puty 
differenoes have been long ago eomposed ', and I have acted 
more with him, and certainly with more pleaaure with him, 
than ever I acted against him ; undoubtedly Mr Grenville toas a 
first ratefigtirt in this country; with a masculine understanding, 
and a stout and resolute heart, he had an lipplication undisnpat- 
ed and unwearied. If he was ambitious, I will say this for him, 
lis ambition waa of a noble and generous strain.' 

t Dr Good's Praiimiaary £sny. 
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Junius observes^ ' I can more readily admire the 
liberal spirit and integrity, than the sound judgment 
of any man, who prefers a republican form of govern* 
ment, in this or any other empire of equid extent, to a 
monarchy so qualified and limited as ours/ 

Junius again — 'I question the power dejure of the 
legislature to disfranchise a number of boroughs upon 
the general ground of improving the constitution. When 
you propose to cut away the rotten parts, can you tell 
us what parts are perfectly sound? Are there any 
certain limits, in fact or theory, to inform you at what 
point you must stop, — at what point the mortification 
OBOds?' 

If Junius had survived fifiy years longer, he might 
have had as good reason for altering his <^inion now, 
as he had at that time for adopting his own. He 
might have approved of a republican government as 
extensive as the empire of Great Britain, and have been 
convinced, that, both in theory and practice, it is quite a^ 
wise a system as a limited monarchy ; and that rotten 
boroughs, if they had any, might be amputated wit^ut 
eadangering the whole body politic. 

I am, &c 
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LETTER XXV. 

Sir, 

It appears, by Mr Almon's Anecdotes, that Lord 
Temple came into parliament as a member of the House 
of Commons, at the general election of 1734; and in 
1741 he was re-elected ; and, after coming to the peer- 
age, he was of coarse a member of the House of Lords. 
I allude again to this circumstance, in consequence of 
observing, that some of the writers on this subject are 
of opinion, that Junius was not a member of either 
House. I think it evident from his Letters, that hu 
must have been a member. Mr Barker infers from a 
paragraph in one of the Letters to Wilkes, that Junius 
was not in the House of Lords. The passage is this : 
' I should be glad to mortify those contemptible creatures 
who call themselves noblemen, whose worthless impor- 
tance depends entirely upon their influence over bor- 
oughs.' * This proves, says Mr Barker, that Junius 
was not a nobleman.t I cannot perceive that the re- 
mark warrants such an inference ; it amounts to no 
more than various other general remarks of Junius, — 
an expression of his contempt for those, who cormptly 
opposed the liberal whig principles, which he so warmly 
cherished, and which are the subjects of the letter 
where this passage occurs. How efficient I^ord Tem- 
ple was in every station to which he was called, has 
appeared from the preceding Letters ; particularly from 

* WoodfalPs Junias, Letters to Mr Wilkes, No. 06. 
t Barker's Letters, p. 119. 
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the testimony of Lord Chatham himself in parliament, 
which I have before quoted (p. 99). J add to thb, 
from Almon's Anecdotes, that ' in all measures of con- 
sequence, Mr Pitt solely confided in Lord Temple.' * 

I have observed (p. 8) that the pamphlet of 1766 is 
said by Almon to have been writteti by Mr Humphrey 
Cotes -y but that the particular facts were communicat- 
ed to him, in conversation, by Lord Temple. I add 
here another extract from Almon's work, taken from 
a manuscript account of Mr Cotes, showing the impor- 
tance which the government attached to Lord Temple's 
talents,, and the part he took in regard to public meas- 
ures, and also proving the clpse and intimate connexion 
between Mr Wilkes and Lord Temple. The extract is 
also important in another point of view — as confirm- 
ing my opinion, that Lord Temple was, substcmtially, 
the author of the pamphlet of 1766, though it might, 
literally speaking, have been written or committed to 
paper by Mr Cotes. The extract is as follows : 

* Mr Wilkes arrived 12 May, 1766, from France with 
Mr Mackleane (formerly in partnership with Mr Stew- 
art, in a druggist's store at Philadelphia) ... Mr Wilkes 
had lodgings with Mr Stuart, Holies-street, Cavendish- 
square. Mr Cotes did not know of his coming, till he saw 
the account of his arrival in the Evening Post of Tuesday 
.... Mr Wilkes said he had seen several people from the 
ministers ; tJteif aU expressed great wrath against Lord 
Temphfor his strong opposition to their measures ; that 
he told them, he [Wilkes] had many and singular obli- 
gations to Lord Temple ; and if that was not the case, 

* Anecdotes, vol. i, p. 226, (chap. 14.) 
17 
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lie had so great a regard for Lord Tenple'a public aid 
pnrate Tirtues, that nothing under heaven should in- 
duce him to do anything that would give that nohb 
lord a moment's uneasiness. He desired me to ooramu- 
nicate this to Lord Temple .... I went immediatel j to 
Lord Temple's bel^eide, and related the above to him. 
He seemed extremely satisfied with Mr Wilkes's ooodact^ 
and wished most heartily that the ministers might be as 
good as their promises. He desired me to G<mTey his 
kind compliments to Mr Wilkes, and assure him of his 
friendship, and approbation of his conduct on the present 
occasion ; at the same time he tM. me diat he was r&nf 
certain that Lord Rockingham had not the least inleati(» 

of serving Mr Wilkes Mr Wilkes was eztreosdy 

satisfied with Lord Temple's answer, but seemed to 
think he should succeed with the ministers. He ccat^ 
tinned in the same sentiments a week .... I saw him on 
M<mday, when my friend was much lowered in his ex- 
pectations, but said he should see Mr Fitsherbert 

next day, and hoped things would go better Next 

day he told me he had got into a damn'd scrape, and 
believed he had been deceived Mr Wilkes re- 
turned to France.' 

From the above account, it appears, by Mr Cotes's 
goiog to Lord Temple's bed-*side immediately, to com* 
municate Mr Wilkes's arrival, that he was in familiaur 
intercourse with Lord Temple, perhaps his private sec- 
retary; and, in writing the pamphlet, he, probaUj, 
(' assisted by another' *), gave it in Lord Temple's own 
words. Indeed, I was so fully impressed, fix>m the be* 

* See p. 8. 
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giimiiig, before having seen any of these things, thai I 
<tid not hesitate, as yon know, in ascribing the pam* 
piilet to Lord Temple. 

in the coarse of my inqairy, I have oflen been sur^ 
prised at the assertions made, respecting Junius ami 
his opinions, without any foundation. Mr Chalmers, 
m his book, ascribing Junius to Mr Boyd, has this re^ 
mark — that 'Mr Almon says, Junius always speaks 
handsomely of Lord Temple, praising his firmness, 
^seTeraace, patriotism, and virtue ;' and that Almonr 
ad^, from his own knowledge, that whenever Boyd 
spoke of Lord Tenipie, it was always in similar ternw. 
But I would ask, where does Jonius praise Lord Tem- 
ple ? I have before remarked to you; that he does not even 
name him in the body of his Letters ; and in the notes, 
he simply mentions his name in the casual manner I 
have noticed.* This omisnoo was one of the very eir* 
Gwnstances which originally excited my suspicions Wi 
to the authorship. 

On this pcMnt, Mr Barker has a jusi remark in rela- 
tfloo to itie claims of Sir Ph^ Francis. He says — 
* I would have the reader consider, whether the little, 
however pard<»iable, vanity of referring to himsdf by 
name, as Sir Philip Francis does in the anonymous 
pamphlet, is not more characteristic of himself than of 
the high-minded and proud Junius.* t 

Permit me to add, in this place, a remark or two in 
respect to Mr. Taylor's work on the claims of Sir Philip 
Francis. He states, tiiat * Sir Philip declares he was 
in the House of Lords on the^ight (January 9, 1770) 

* See p. 3. 

i Barker'! Letters, p. 48. 
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this speech, was made, and that he heard Lord Chat> 
ham make use of the very words which it contains. 
In this instance the identity is brought home.' ' I heard 
it from Lord Chatham/ says Sir Philip, 'tlmt power 
without right is the most odious and detestable object 
that can be offered to the human imagination.' Mr 
Barker very properly asks, ' what evidence is there that 
Sir Philip was not hired to report these two speeches ' 
of Lord Chatham. But Lord Temple was present, as 
you ^ill see by the journals of that debate, and of 
course heard it himself. * Again ; Mr Barker says — 
' I must, in the most positive manner, deny the possi- 
bility of his [Sir PhOip] having the leisure to write 
the public Letters of Junius, which pre-suppose the 
most ample leisure, and the most undivided attention.' 
Now Lord Temple had both, and, as we have seen also, 
had the motives, and inclination. 

It is said by Mr Taylor, that at the meeting of par- 
liament in January, 1770, a great struggle was made to 
effect a change of ministers. On this occasion, it is 
evident, how much he [Junius] was personally interest* 
ed. A fortnight before the opening, he wrote to Wood- 
fall — 'I doubt much whether I shall ever have the 

* Though Lord Temple was present at this debate, yet the 
speech was probably reported by some other person for him. 
In Ahnon's Anecdotes (vol. ii, p. 76), which were in part fur- 
nished by Lord Temple, it is stated, that Lord Chatham's 
< speeches on that day have fortunately mtt with a better ftte 
than many of his former speeches, for they were accurately 
taken by a gentleman of str9ng memory, now [1791] a member 
of the House of Commons ; and from his notes they are here 
printed.' They were probably furnished to Almon by JUnd 
Temple.— £<lit. 
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pleasure of knowing you ; but if things take the turn I 
expect^ you shall know me by my works.' Private 
Letters to WoodfaSy No. 17. No one in the kingdom 
could be more deeply interested than Lord Temple ; he 
and his friends were anticipating a change, which should 
bring them into power ; and in that event, doubtless Mr 
Woodfall would have known Junius ' by his works.' 

* The real Junius/ says Mr Barker, * was evidently 
an earfy friend of Almon.' * Lord Temple was this 
friend, as we have seen from various circumstances, as 
well as the declarations of Almon himself. 

Mr Barker quotes from a letter of Mr Calcrafr to Al- 
mon, dated * Ingress, Dec, 29, 1771,' the following : 
'You cannot conceive either the questions I am asked, 
or the innumerable reports about Lord Temple.' And 
the same gentleman says, Jan. 1772, ' I am glad there 
is a prospect of another Letter,* t Mr Calcrafr was a 
particular friend of Lord Temple, and was the mediator 
who brought about the reconciliation between him and 
Lord Chatham. I cannot but think he suspected Lord 
Temfde as the author of Junius, and hoped to draw it 
out from Almon. At the dates of these two letters, Ju« 
nias was attacking Lord Mansfield. 

I am, &c. 

* Barker's Letters, page 198. t Ibid, 146. 
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LETTER XXVI. 

Sir, 

I have already given you some extracts from Lord 
Temple's Pamphlet, of 1766, called An Enquiry into 
the Conduct of a late Right Honorable Commoner (Mr 
Pitt), for comparison with the language and sentiments 
of Junius. I now send more, to be used in connexion 
with those already in your possession. 

' Until they thunder at our gate.' — Junius' s Miscel- 
laneous Letters, No. 47, (Oct. 15, 1768). 

' He thundered against Hanover.' ^- Enquiry, S^c, 

' The incapacity of their (the administration) leaders 
to promote any other without widening their bottom,* — 

Miscellaneous Letters, No 49. 

' In order to ufiden and strengthen the bottom of his 
administration. — Enquiry. 

* His being pbtnged into a correspondence of ooims.' 

MtsceUaneaus Letters, No. 49. 

* He plunged us deeper into the German war.' 

Enquiry, 

* I would not descend to a reproachful word against 
men (the ministry), whose persons I hardly know' 

Atticus, page 2!)1. 

' A ministry whose names were almost unknown till 
they appeared in the Gazette.' — Enquiry, 

* He (Mr Pitt) is indeed a compound of contradic- 
tions* — Miscellaneous Letters, page 260. 
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' With whom, besides, is the late Commoner (Mr 
Pitt) in league ? With Col. Barre, who called him a 
heap of ceniradieiimisJ — Enquiry, 

* It is true I have refused offers, which a more pru- 
dent or a more interested man would have accepted. 
Whether it he simplicity or virtue in me, I can only 
affirm that I am in earnest, because I am convinced,' 
d&c. — Miscellaneous Letters ^ No. 54, in 1769. 

' Earl Temple, who, with a magnanimity almost pe- 
culiar to himself, disdained to wear the chains, or put 
on the livery of such an incompetent statesman (Bute), 
such a contemptible being ; and at first urged, and at 
length forced the Commoner (Mr Pitt) into resignation ; 
which he accompanied with his own, in order to give 
an example of spirit and resistance to an usurpation^ 
so exceedingly dangerous to both court and people.' 

Enquiry, 

* Mr Pitt acquainted him (Lord Temple), that his 
Majesty had been graciously pleased to send for him to 
form an administration ; and as he thought his Lord- 
ship indispensable, he desired his Majesty to send for 
him, and to put him at the head of the Treasury ; and 
that he himself would take the post of Privy Seal.' 

Enquiry, 1766. 
Earl Temple refused. 

* I have refused offers, &c.' Junius, as above. 

But without selecting passages or single words and 
expressions, I may remark, that the spirit of that whole 
pamphlet is found running through Junius's Letters. 
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There is one other paasage, howerer, in a letter of 
Junius (under his signature of Atticus), dated as earij 
as October 10, 1763, and which, though not inuned»* 
ately omnected with this pouit, contains so much mat- 
ter for reflection, that you will excuse me for transcrib* 
ing it ; it is strictly prophetic, and is an illustration of 
the keen penetration, bold conceptions, and discrimi- 
nating mind of Junius. 

After describing the different characters in the minis- 
try at that time, he proceeds ; * Such is the council by 
which the best of Sovereigns is advised, and the great- 
est nation upon earth governed. Separately, the fig- 
ures are only offensive ; in a group, they are formidaUe. 
Commerce languishes, manufactures are oppressed ; and 
public credit already feels her approaching dissolution ; 
yet, under the direction of this council, u>e are to prepare 
for a dreadful contest with the Colonies, and a war with 
the whole House of Bourbon, I am not surprised that 
the generality of men should endeavor to shut their eyes 
to this melancholy prospect. Yet I am filled with grirf 
and indignation, when I l>ehold a wise and gallant peo- 
^e lost in stupidity, which does not feel, because it 
will not look forward. The voice of one man wifl 
hardly be heard, when the voice of truth and reason is 
neglected ; but as far as mine extends, the authors of 
our ruin shall he marked out to the public. I wiM not 
tamely submit to be sacrificed, nor shall this anmiry 
perish without warning,* * I am, ^c. 

* Jnniiui's MtaceUane^iu Letters, No. 48, 
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LETTER XXVII. 

Sir, 

I have frequently alluded to the respectful and 
friendly terms in which Lord Temple, throughout the 
Letters of Junius, has spoken of his hrother Mr George 
Grenrille ; and, in regard to his political character, he 
has not unfrequently ' travelled out of the record,' (as 
he asserted of Lord Mansfield), either to compliment 
his statesman-like sagacity, or to screen him from any 
odium, which he apprehended would attach to him in 
consequence of his unpopular measures. This great 
tenderness towards his brother, who was acting with a 
ministry in opposition to himself, when compared with 
the invectives against Lord Chatham, his brother-in- 
law, is apparent to every observing reader. I refer to 
it again, for the purpose of adding one other remark — 
that I think it arose net so much from any inconsistency 
of the one more than the other; but that Lord 
Temple's ambition and feelings were vastly more inter- 
ested in protecting and building up the character of his 
brother George, than of his brother-in-law, for this rea- 
son, perhaps, among others, that the vast estates and 
great honors of the Earl Temple were to be inherited 
by the son of Mr George Grenville, himself being with- 
out issue. After the reconciliation with Lord Chatham, 
it is true Junius did -not fail to bind the brows of that 
great man, also, with never-fading laurels. 

I give another instance or two of what I remarked 
in relation to Mr Grenville ; from the Miscellaneous 
Letters, No. 86 : 

' Who is Lprd North ? — The son of a poor unknown 
Earl — who four years ago was a needy commissioner 



of the Treasury lor the beaefit of a subsistence, and 
who would have accepted a commission of hackney 
coaches upon the same terms. The politics of Carlton- 
House — finances picked up in Mr GrenvilU's antt- 
ehmmber* dec. 

In 1765, the Falkland Islands were taken posseteioii 
of by Capt. Bjrron, and had been quietly suffered by 
Spain to remain in the hands of his Britannic Majesty, 
who had erected a fort on the coast, called Fort Eg- 
mont, in 1769. Without any complaint, the Spanish 
landed a force and took the fort, and sent the troops 
back to England in two English frigates, which chanced 
to be in the harbor. For this treatment, England 
never obtained comjdete satisfactimi. Junius's Miscel- 
laneous Letter, No. 87, is on this subject, and appears 
to be written with much sincerity and feeling for the 
rights and honor of the British Nation ; and he signs his 
letter — 'A Member of one House of Parliament, in 
Mourning for the Honor of his King and Country !' 

This long signature indicates the writer to be a mem- 
ber of Parliament ; which is an answer to those writers, 
who assert, that Junius was not a member of either 
House. 

From Miscellaneous Letter No. 31 — ' Your corres- 
pondent confesses, that Mr Grenville is still respectable ; 
yet he warns the friends of that gentleman not to pro- 
voke him, lest he should tell them what they may not 
like to hear. He means as little when he threatens, as 
when he condescends to applaud. Let us meet upon 
the fair ground of truth, and if he finds one vulnerable 
part in Mr €rrenviUe*s character, let him fix his pois* 
oned arrow there.' I am,'^&€. 
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LETTER XXVIII. 
Sir, 

Before I conclude these letters, I must notice a 
few other circumstances, which have been introduced 
into the Junius controversy, though some of them are 
of little weight, compared with the evidence resulting 
from the leading facts already considered at large. But 
the minor circumstances, to which I allude, having beea 
brought into the discussion, cannot be entirely over- 
looked. 

You have observed, that I pay little attention to some 
parts of this evidence, such as the comparison of Juni* 
us's hand-writing, his being supposed to be a tall gen- 
tleman, with bag and sword, &c. As to the first, I 
know of no other fact than has been before mentioned 
(see above, p. 141, note) ; and as to Junius's person^ 
ve have no information upon which the least reliance- 
is to be placed ; it is all conjecture upon conjecture. 

In Junius's Letter to Woodfall, of December, 1770, 
he says — * When the book is finished, let me have a 
set, bound in vellum, gilt, and lettered Junius, 1. 2., 
as handsomely as you can — the edges gilt. Let the 
sheets be well dried before binding. I must also have 
two sets in blue paper covers.. This is all the fee I 
shall ever desire of you.' * 

As others have given their opinions upon the place 
of deposit of these volumes, * bound in vellum and gilt,' 
I may also be allowed to say, that I have no doubt 
they are in the Library of the Duke of Buckingham, 

* Jimiti8*8 Letter to Woodfall, No. 47. 
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deposited in the family Library at Stowe, by Lord 
Temple ; perhaps with the intention, if not instructions, 
to be forthcoming at a future day, as evidence to the 
world, of the name of their noble author. 

A circumstance equally worthy of notice, and of a 
more definite and certain character, is the following. 
I have remarked to you, that Junius has not named 
Lord Temple throughout his Letters. 

I would notice another singularity of this kind. Mr 
Almon, who published the Anecdotes of Lord Chatham 
in three volumes, says in a letter on sending a copy of 
the work to the Dowager Countess of Chatham — 
' From your Ladyship's noble brother, the late Earl 
Temple, I received the most interesting of these AneC" 
dotes ; his Lordship honored me with his friendship 
many years.' As Junius, in his letters, does not name 
Lord Temple, so. Lord Temple, or Almon, in these 
three volumes, to which he contributed so largely, does 
not name Junius ! It is true, indeed, that, in the 
Appendix, on the very last leaves of the third volume, 
among the numerous eulogies on the character of Lord 
Chatham, afler his death, we find the highly wrought 
panegyric of Junius on Lord Chatham, which I have 
already inserted (see above, p. 187) ; and this remarka- 
ble and celebrated eulogy, is inserted by Almon (or 
shall I say, by Lord Temple himself ?), with no other 
remark than this simple title — ' A Few lAnes by 
Junius — ^rst published on the l&th of August, 1771.' 

I am, &c. 



/ 



j^umoBsaip ow^ iraius. 9M 



LETTER XXIX. 

Sir, 

In a late letter (p^ge 168), in which I spoke of 
the age of Lord Temple at the period of Junius's Let- 
ter to Woodfall, of the 27th Nov. 1771, I had not as- 
certained . it with exactness, though sufficiently so for 
the purpose of this inquiry. My friend, Mr C*****, to 
whom I have been indebted for severai favors of this 
kind^ has since handed me a memorandum from Sal-' 
mon^s Peerage, by which, I find, that Lord Temple was 
born on the 20th of September, 1711 ; this would make 
him sixty years of age at the time of Junius's Letter, 
above-mentioned ; or, in his fillyeighth year when the 
regular series o£ Junius began, January 21, 1769. He 
might, therefore, with propriety, speak of * his long ex- 
perience of the world.' I should not have taken the 
trouble to mention a second tjme a circumstance, which 
does not essentially affect the argument founded upon 
the age of Junius, but that I feel an anxious desire to 
have everything stated, if possible, with perfect correct- 
ness ; having oflen observed, how many errors have 
Ibund their way into the discussions of this subject, 
from the mere want of exact, attention to matters of fact, 
which required only careful observation, without any 
scholarship or literary skill to settle. .With this impress 
sion I originally began the investigation ; carefully at- 
tending to the history, characters, private anecdotes, 
and public acts of the parties concerned in the transac- 
tions of the period when Junius was writing ; and en- 
18 
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deaToring to settle with (ffedsion the d«te and cizcoiiH 
stances of every oecorrence, however minute^ which 
would hare any bearing on the question. And, if I 
have succeeded, as I do roost firmly believe, in ascer- 
taining the author, it has been owing to this mode of 
pursuing the inquiry, unbiassed by the names and am- 
thority of any who had written upon the subject 

My own very limited reading in works of literature, 
had not even brought under my notice all the works, 
which had appeared on this controversy. It is fi>rta- 
nate that I was not indebted to you for the use of Mr 
Barker's book at an earlier period ; for there I find the 
opinions of so many eminent writers, men of critical acu- 
men, of ^iant intellect, and many of them expressing 
opinions on the authorship of Junius, with the most posi- 
tive and undoubting confidence, that I should almost 
have been led to discard the evidence of my own sensei^ 
and to renounce my own settled convictions. On one oc- 
casion, when a friend put into my hands, Mr Taylor's 
book, ' Junius Identified,' though I had before come to 
the conclusion that Lord Temple was the author, and 
had made memorandums to that eflfect, yet, after read- 
ing it, and taking into consideration that the author was 
on the spot, the very theatre of action, and above all 
being too much influenced by his positiveness, I was in- 
duced for a time to lay aside my own opinions for fatore 
reflection, and await the time when the authorship of 
Sir Philip Francis should be called in question. Aad 
I can say with truth, that if I had read Mr Barker's 
extensive work, where are collected the opinions of a. 
host of men of the highest order, such as those abov^ 
named, before entering on the inquiry myself, I aho^d 
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bjr tiiis array of talents, hare been as mach in despair, 
as if I had had before my eyes, Dante's celebrated in- 
scription on the entrance to another region — ' Let him 
who enters here, abandon hope/ 

But, to pursue my inquiry — I have a few more par- 
ticulars in reladon to Lord Temple and his connexions ; 
and also some further remarks upon the various opifr- 
ions respecting Junius. 

I request your attention once more to the Anecdotes 
pf Lord Chaiham, published by Almon, who, as W9 
have seen, was familiarly called, ' Lord Temple's man/ 
Considering the materials of that work, at least, ' the 
most interesting' part of them, to have been furnished 
by Lord Temple, as Almon himself declares, it becomes 
one of the important means of pursuing our investigap 
tk>n ; particularly, as there are several portions of it, 
which, to my iaind, bear strong marks of the hand 
of Lord Temple, or Junius himself. 

In the preface, the author observes — that /the 
Anecdotes, which he h^ here commiUed to paper, 
irere, '■ all of them, in their day, very well known. 
They were the subject <^ public conversation. But 
tMey have hot been published. His situation gave him 
a knowledge of them, and a personal acquaintance with 
aeferal of the events. It was his custom to keep a 
diary ; in which he minuted all such circumstances as 
seemed to him most worthy of remembrance. He has 
endeavored to state the facts., as nearly as possible, in 
tike original Umguage ; and with the original coloring 
In which they were spontaneoui^y given at the moment.' 
He further observes, that those marked, MS. in the 
laargin, are now first pnnted from the Editor's Notes ; 



gir from those of partiemlar fnendi^ who kave ofaUgingiy 
assisted him.' 

The aathor also states, m his letter to the Dowager 
Coantess of Chatham, sent with a cdpy of the book*— ' 
'From your hadjfAn^s noble brother, the late Earl 
Temple, I received the most interesting qf these Amkc^ 
dotes; his Lordship honorod me with his friendf^hy 
and edteem many years. 

Now, Sir, who can kx>k tipon these anecdotes, ' the 
most interesting among them/ as having been furnished 
hjr Lord Temfde, the brother4n-]aw of Lord Chatham, 
and read, for example, the account there given of the 
tecoiiciliation between his Lordship and his brother^ 
Mr Grenville — the latter unbosoming himself to h^ 
faiother, relating all the intrigues ci Lord Bate, «ad 
increasing Lord Temple's ardor on every subsequent 
occasion — without applying the remarks to the Writer 
of Junius. I confess, to me, it is impossible, 

I add one other little eircumstance from Mr Barker's 
Letters, showing, at once, the free intercourse sabnstf- 
ing between Lord Temple and Mr Alraon, and also tlra 
patriotic feelings which to the lilst continued to animate 
the former. ' Stowe, Aug. 2A, 17794 Lord Temple itf 
much obliged to Mr Almon for the interesting iBtell>» 
gence he has sent ; is perfectly well in health, a^ not 
a little unhappy at the state of the country.'* 

It gives us pain to know, that in a few days after tliia 
letter, while he was, as he there' says, 'petfeetly weO 
in health,' this distinguished man Catte to his des^ 
prematurely, by a seteie aceidehC^ asstAt^d -intiie fidl* 
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lowing obituary notice in the London Magazine for Sep- 
tember, 1779. 

' Died at his seat al Stowe, The Right Honorable 
Richard Temple, Viscount Cobham, Earl Temple. 
His Lordship was thrown from his phaeton, and, un- 
happily, fractured his skull by the fall. In the capacity 
of Privy Councillor, he was of infinite service to his 
country during the glorious administration of his 
brother-in-law, the Earl of Chatham.' 

The more I have studied the character of Lord 
Temple, and, the more I have seen of the treatment 
which he received, I am constrained to say, that he was 
not only warranted in the course he adopted in the Let- 
ters of Junius, but that he is deserving the highest 
honors that an Englishman, who is determined to be 
free, can bestow on one, who has done so much towards 
protecting that freedom. And, as Junius himself prophe- 
sied in his Letter to the Rev. Mr Home — * Without 
meaning an indecent comparison, I may venture to 
foretell, that the Bible and Junius will be read, when 
the commentaries of the Jesuits are forgotten.' 

I beg leave, in this place, to supply a little omission 
with regard to the family connexion of Lord Temple, 
which may be necessary to make more intelligible the 
operation of that cause, so far as relates to the feelings 
and motives of himself and his friends. In my first 
letter, I observed, that the Lord Lyttleton there men- 
tioned was the same, whom Lord Temple recommend- 
ed to Mr Pitt to join in the ministry. It should have 
been stated further, that he was also cousin to Lord 
Temple, and they were much in public life together. 
They were both nephews of Lord Cobham; Lord 
17* 
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Temple being a child of the eldest sister of that no-- 
bleman.* 

You will excuse me, if the interest I take in the sub- 
ject of these letters leads me to add, by way of post- 
script to the present one, a short description of the seat 
of Earl Temple, at Sio\^e — the gardens of which 
have been so long celebrated. The whole, if I may so 
speak, corresponds in magnificence, liberality, and 
taste, with what we may well suppose to have belonged 
to the high-minded, honorable, and finished English 
gentleman^ who appeared as Junius. 

STOWE, 

THE COUKTRT RESIDENCE Or TAXL TEMPLE. 

' Siowe is a parish in the county of Buckingham, 
England, and is noted for a magnificent seat of the 
Marquis of Buckingham. Peter Temple, Esq. was the 
first of the family who settled at Stowe, in the year 
1554, and who erected a mansion-house on the estate ; 

* The family name of Lord TemplCf as we have seen, was 

GrenvilUf there having heen an ancient alliance between the 

Temples and the Grenyilles. The connexion between the 

Temples and the families of the Winthrops and Bowdoins, in 

the United States, is well known to yon. 

The Temple family was very numerous; for Esther, who 
died 1656, a^ed 88, Lady of Sir Thomas Temple, Baronet, lived 
to see 700 of her descendants, as is affirmed by Dr Thomas 
Fuller, in his ' Worthies of England ; ' who relates that he 
bought the truth thereof by a wager lost on the subject. The 
last of these, whom Lady Temple saw, was the daughter of Sir 
Henry Gibbs, who died 1737, at extreme old age. This last, 
was sister to Robert Gibbs, merchant, who emigrated to Bostott, 
New England, about 1660. William Gibbs, Esq. of this town 
(Salem), is a descendant. 
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but this was taken down and rebuilt by Sir Richard 
Temple, K. B., who died in 1697. His son, Lord Cob- 
ham (brother to Earl Temple's mother), enlarged the 
mansion by building a new front, and adding two wings ; 
but the late Marquis of Buckingham, and his predecessor. 
Earl Temple, made still greater alterations and improve- 
ments in this place. The whole front of regular and 
uniform architecture, now extends 916 feet, of which 
the centre is 454 feet. It consists of a centre, or body, 
with two wings, connected by apartments. A flight of 
31 steps leads to the grand saloon, an oval apartment, 
60 feet by 40, surrounded by scaliola columns, imita- 
tive of Sicilian jasper. The pannels, cornice, and 
dome, are all adorned with sculpture and other orna- 
ments, to produce a splendid effect. A state drawing- 
room, 50 feet by 32 ; a state gallery, 70 feet by 25 ; a 
library ; and several drawing-rooms, eating-rooms, &c. 
constitute the principal floor. A library, fitted up to re- 
ceive Saxon MSS. and old literature, has recently been 
formed here from the design of John Soane, Esq. Most 
of the apartments are enriched with pictures, and fitted 
up in a splenc^d style. The gardens or pleasure 
grounds of Stowe, are, however, more celebrated than 
the mansion ; they consist of 400 acres, and present a 
great variety of surface, scenery, and objects. In some 
places they display bold swells, with narrow and wind- 
ing vallies ; the principal of which is fihed with a broad 
and pellucid lake. In one part this forms a cascade, 
and over it is a palladian bridge. In different parts of 
these gardens are several ornamental buildings, consist- 
ing of temples, columns, arches, &c. The beauties 
and characteristic features of this justly noted seat have 
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been extcfled in the poetry of West, Pope, and Ham- 
mond ; and are folly described in an octavo volume, 
published in 1797, entitled '' A Description of the House 
and Gardmi at Stowe/' with thirtythree (dates ; most of 
which were drawn and engraved in a tasteful style, by 
T. Midland.' It appears by Pinkerton's Travels, that 
splendjbd additions were made to this place at Stowe by 
Earl Temple. I am, &,c. 



LETTER XXX. 

Sir, 

I perceive, on a review of my letters, which have 

been written without any regularity, as the daily avoca- 
tions of business permitted, that there are stUl some 
things requiring a few additional remarks. 

In my former Letters to you (page 8), I said, in 
speaking of the Pamphlet of 1766, that Lord Chester- 
field had ascribed it to Lord Temple, but added liiat 
' he thought it above him.' This remark, coming from 
Lord Chesterfield, did not at all lower my respect for 
the talents of Lord Temple ; as most men have united 
in giving him the praise of being of a high order of in- 
tellect; this was decidedly the opinion of those who 
knew him best, as Mr Wilkes, Mr Almon, and Liord 
Chatham, the latter of whom declared him to be one of 
the greatest characters the country had produced. But 
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in confleqaence of yoar snggestions, that there must be 
some mistake in my application of Lord Chesterfield's 
remark, I have re-examined the subject I am now 
satisfied that an error has occurred. Lord Ches- 
terfield did not make the remark in allusion to Lord 
Temple. The error arose fi-om the London Maga- 
zine, in which I found the remark. In that work, 
. the letter of Lord Chesterfield of 25th August, 1765, is 
dated August, 1766 (see London Magazine, 1774, the 
place of my authority, where I first saw it) ; and when 
I read it I was much surprised, being abundantly satis^ 
fied, that such an opinion of Lord Temple, coming fi-om 
any quarter, would be an erroneous one ; but being 
printed on the same page with a Letter of Lord Che»- 
terfield properly dated August, 1766, it was impossible 
for me not to be led into the mistake. The Letter of 
Lord Chesterfield is dated 14th Aug. 1766, to which 
Mr Almon alludes (as quoted by me above, page 
8), and where Lord Chesterfield ascribes the pamphlet 
to Lord .Temple. Of this there can be no doubt, as 
Lord Chesterfield quotes from the pamphlet itself. 
And this is the same pamphlet, which, from the first, I 
ascribed to Lord Temple, Lord Chesterfield says, 14th 
August, 1766, ' The causes and consequences of Mr 
Pitt's quarrel now appear in print, in a pamphlet pub- 
lished 6y Lard Temple ^ and a refutation of it, not by 
Mr Pitt himself, I believe, but by some friend of his, 
and under his sanction. The former betrays private 
conversation. My lord says, that in his last conference 
he thought he had as good right to nominate the new 
ministry as Mr Pitt, and consequently named Lord 
Qower, Lord Lyttleton, &>c., which Mr Pitt not consenv 
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ing to, Lord Temple broke up the. confereooe, and ia 

fab wrath went to Stowe It is certain that Mr 

Pitt has, by his dignity of Earl, tost the greatest part of 
his popularity y especially in the city ; and I believe the 
opposition will be very stnmg, and perhaps prevail next 
session in the House of Commons, there being now 
nobody there who can have the authority that Mr Pitt 
had.' 

Remarhs — Lord Temple having been sent finr by the 
king, he certainly expected to participate in the nomi- 
nations to the new ministry, as Mr Pitt had declared 
that they had acted together, retired together, and 
would live and die together. If in his wrath he went 
to Stowe, Mr Pitt certainly was not long kept in su»> 
pense, in what manner that wrath would be employed ; 
for his own pq[>ularity was soon on the wane, and he 
was ever after unhappy, till he had done justice to Loid 
Temple, by making him reparation. This he did in 
1768, when his gi^nerous brother forgave him, and not 
only ever after ceased to write against him, but did am- 
ple justice to his exalted talents. 

I add a remark, by way of explanation of the lett^ 
of 1765, which occasioned the above oversight. The 
letter in which Lord Chesterfield ascribes a pamphlet 

to Lord T (adding that ' he thinks it above him % 

was published in the London Magazine, and mis-daled 
August, 1766; and this latter date being the same vrith 
Lord Temple's pamphlet, I supposed, without making 
a critical examination, aUuded to that nobleman by the 

name of Lord T ; but when he says I think it is 

above him, he adds, ' but perhaps his brother C 
T— — assisted him.' I now perceive he could not 
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haye meant Lord Tempos, but doubtless idladed to Loid 
Townsend, assisted by his brother, Charles Townsend ; 
his remark therefore applies, of coarse, to some other 
pamphlet, published a year before Lord Temple's. 

As I have endeavored to be scrupulously particular in 
all my statements, I hope it will not be too late to cor- 
rect this oversight, more especially as we get rid of one 
opinion, which I had ascribed to Chesterfield, and the 
<mly one I have met with, that Lord Temple was not 
ifoke as competent to such a work as any man in Eng- 
land. 

I have said, also (in my first letter, page 4), that Lwd 
Temple and Mr Pitt resigned thek places in 1761-3. 
It appears by Almon's Anecdotes of Chatham, that this 
took place on the .6th of October, 1761.* In the same 
volume is Mr Pitt's letter ' to the town-clerk of the city 
of London,' explaining the motives of their resignation. 
This letter was written in order to repel the malignant 
calumnies which were circulated on ||^at occasion. It 
IS dated Oct 15, 1761, which is correct Bat in Wood- 
fall's Junius, vol. 2, page 157, of the American edition, 
diis transaction appears to have occurred in 1765, and 
the letter of Mr Pitt, just referred to, bears date Oct. 
14, 1765. This is an error. I have also seen the same 
letter, somewhere, dated in 1766. I am, &c. 

* Anecdotes, chap, xx, page 280, 7th edition, London, 1810. 
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LETTtia XXXL 

Sib, 

I send you the feUowing extract from a New- 
Haven Journal, respecting the /^&ufe Peepers, as th^ 
have been called, which have been lately discov^ed 
in England : 

* JUNIUS — The Monthly Magazine, in an artkte 
warmly applauding the work recently published in 
New-York by an American, (Mr Fellows), identifying 
Junius with Home Tooke, and recommending its pub- 
lication in England, says — that Lord Grenville is sa&L 
to hold in his possession five letters, which indisputar 
bly prove the name of the author of Junius. He has 
provided for the puMication of these documents on his 
death, and, in the mean while, the Duke of Baoking- 
ham and Lord Nugent are pledged to silence; it is 
also stated, that'^V^fd Grenville has said the real author 
is not any of the persons who have been suspected,* 

This is, substantially, the same account, which, as I 
have lately learned from you, has been publii^ed in 
several English periodicals; from which it has been 
copied by Mr Barker, from whose Letters I here tran- 
scribe it in its different versions. The earliest notiee 
of this discovery, Mr Barker says, appeared in The 
Inspector, (a Magazine published monthly by Effing- 
ham Wilson), for October, 1827, No. 18, p. 585 ; and 
is as follows : 

* August 27. The murder 's out — Junius is cU last 
discovered! and, strange to say, never once scented. 
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Months ago I mentioned, that at a party-concaiation 
dinner given by Mr Whitbread in 1805, at which Mr 
Pox, Mr Canning, Lord Grenville, and my father were 
present. Lord Grenville emphatically declared, ** I know 
tkereal Junius — ymlihe secret will not transpire in 
my life-time." In answer to a question of Mr Canning, 
his lordship replied, " He is not any of the persons sus^ 
pected — his name has never been coupled in any way 
with Junius's." Sir Philip Francis, one of the party, 
was not then mentioned. 

' I have myself been a bit of a JwrnMs-hunter, and 
have for some time taken a place among the foremost of 
the Franciscans. No merely circumstantial evidence 
could shake my faith in Francis's identity. It appears, 
however, that I lack His Holiness the Pope's preroga- 
tive of infallibility, and that I was mistaken in affiliating 
the Junius-Letters to Sir Philip Francis. So at least 
my fat friend. Lord Nugent, tells me. Nugent is burst- 
HJigly big with the secret, and I am burstingly big 
to get possession of it. My longing, I am sorry 
to say, is not likely to be very soon gratified. Wish 
I heard nothing about the matter, and that the 
"precious documents," as Chandos calls them, had 
reposed some time longer in peaceful dust The sim- 
ple history of the discovery is, that some six weeks ago, 
aa Lord Nugent and his Grace of Buckingham were 
private-pq>er hunting in the Stowe Library, they lit 
upon a parcel studiously concealed in a, to them, un- 
known recess. The parcel contained three Letters: 
one from Junius under his fictitious signature ; another 
to George Grenville asking for legal advice as to the 
risk of publishing the Letter to the King with the 
19 
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&BAL NAME ; and a tbird^ enclosiiig JwMi^s hOUr lo 
Lord Mansfield, with the aathor'ft initials. R^erenoct 
are made in the last to a Letter fiom George GrenYiIle 
to the author. The Duke went off post-haste to Drop 
more * with the parcel. Lord Gren? ille at once recog* 
nised it, and declared his intention of providing for the 
publicity of the documents after his death "-*but not till 
then. At his request, the Duke and Lord Nugent have 
pledged themselves to silence, till that event shall have 
taken place ; and thus Ii^ and all others interested in 
the matter, are forced to stifle our curiosity as well 
as we can. Curiosity is a questionable phrase here 
— it smacks of Eve and Eve's daughters. I care 
not who wrote the Letters: but I wish to know, as 
a curious chapter in the history of the human mind, 
the motives, which impelled the' great libeller in the 
first instance to write those matchless productiims, al 
such an expense of time and trouble ; and which urge^ 
him to conceal himself, when the storm had passed 
over, and when the fame of those Letters was far more 
than a counterbalance to the risk of the discovery. After 
all, I fear I shall not have a hundred years to wait for 
the gathering of tlw noUe statesman to the last iiiaD<* 
slon of his fathers.' 

In the London TifMs, January 1, 1828, the discovery 
was thus announced ; — 

' Five Letters are deposited in the archires of the 
Grenville family at Stowe, which establish, beyond tlie 
possibility of doubt, the real author of Junius. This 
eminent individual was politically connected with Mr 
George Grenville, die grandfather of the present I>uke 

* The reaid^hce df JUord Grenville.— £4. 



of BnekinghAfla, flwa whom these aiMograph-prooft 
h&Te descended to the present possessor. The venerable 
etatesman, nearly allied to the Duke of Buckingham, 
has requested the discovery should not be published 
during his lifetime. It is, however, confidently assert* 
ed, that in all the controversies relating to these cele- 
brated Letters, the author of them has not been named* 
{Morning Chronicle.y 

The London Literary Gazette, of January 12, 1828, 
gives the account as follows : — 

* ^ Junius. — In our first Review will be found certain 
allusions to the authorship of Junius* s Letters ; upon 
which, by the by, a new light has lately broken. It is 
iBtaled that the original of the famous Letter to th$ 
King has been recently discovered at Stowe (the Duke 
tii Buckingham's), with the signature of the writer i 
and it is added, that none of the theories yet maintain^ 
ed have hU the real person. Our opinion leant to Lord Qi 
Sackville ; but, strong as the circumstantial evidence ik 
for him, we are assured there is an allusion to him in 
one of Junius* s Lett&rs {* that he liked to be in the 
rear '), which destroys the whole fabric, as it is undoubt^ 
edly the last thing, which he would have allowed to be 
fvritten. Burke we never believed in ; Sir P. Francif 
we have always disbelieved in ; and Dr Wilmot, though 
supported by the Princess of Cumberland. &«. d&c< 4c*c. 
h»» never been our Junius It has always been thoi:^g|t||f 
evident that the writer was connected with the Gren- 

4 

Tille family, and, therefore, if is likely enough that an 
escritoire at Stowe should produce this revelation ; but 
it is said that Lord Grenville has requested it to be 
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k«|»t sacred during his life. Uojrdy^ the secreUry of 
the Right Hon. 6. Grenville (if we recollect rightly), 
has been frequently mentioned (by Parr, Home Tooke, 
d&c.) as the Junius; hut we are assured that Junios's 
last Letter to WoodfaU was dated only two days before 
lioyd's death, under circumstances which make it im- 
possible that he could haye been the correspondent 
We have only further to observe, that what adds to the 
probability of the new rumor b, that Junius, in another 
Letter about the period in question, threatens to con- 
summate his work by one grand stroke — such as it 
would have been to publish his Letter to the King^ sab- 
scribed by his real name.' 

Notwithstanding the strong and positive manner in 
which this discovery is announced, * and professedlj 
derived from the authority of Lord Nugent,' yet, 
says Mr Barker, Mt is by no means correct, as the 
reader will see by referring to a statement which the 
kindness of a friend will enable me to employ in the 
preface to this volume/ He adds — 'But what shows 
the propriety of receiving such statements with great 
caution is this; that I was informed by a friend, who 
received his intelligence from a gentleman of literary 
character, then recently arrived in London from Stowe, 
that the discovery just made there, confirmed the claims 
of Charles Lloyd beyond all doubt ! ' * 

The statement thus fiimished by Mr Barker's friend, 
and inserted in the Preface to his Letters, is as fellows; 

'In p. 312, the Author has inserted some matter 
taken from the Jiupedor, relative to the recent diacove* 

* Baik«r*0 Letton, p. 813. 



lies at StoWd ; a friend has desired him to correct the 
statement:—' 

** London, March S2, 1823. Allow me to make the 
following assertions, that your readers may not be misled 
by a document, which has endently been fabricated to 
gain the Magazine some notoriety. 1. I can assure 
you from the best authority, and I have every reason to 
believe it, that Lord Nugent and the Duke of Bucking* 
ham never lit upon a parcel concealed in an unknown 
recess. 2. That they found no Letter to George Gren- 
Tille from Junius, asking for legal advice as to the risk 
of publishing the Letter to the King^ with the real name. 
3. That there was no Letter enclosing Junius's Letter 
to Lord Mansfield, with the author's initials. 4. That 
the Duke of Buckingham never went to Dropmore with 
any such parcel. 5. That Lord Grenville never de- 
clared his intention of providing for the publicity of such 
documents afler his decease. 6. That the Duke of 
Buckingham and Lord Nugent never pledged them- 
selves to silence until Lord Grenville's decease. 7. That 
Lord Grenville at his advanced age is totally uninter- 
ested in the subject, and never makes it the theme of 
conversation, or of research. 8. That Lord Nugent 
never considered himself justified in conversing with his 
uncle on the subject, knowing that it was one, which 
affi>rded him no interest. 10. That the claims of 
Charles Lloyd (independently of his going abroad after 
the decease of George Grenville), are too vague to jus- 
tify c^ven a suspicion that he was in ahy manner con- 
cerned in the publication of the Ldiers, 11. That 
most men entertain opinions of their own upon this 
mysterious subject, and it is highly probable that Lord 

19* 



Nogmit maj Mupeet tooBie. indWidaal, whose name km 
kitherto been withheld from the paUic; hot of soefa 
siupicion he has no positive evidenoe. 

' " I have now given a fall reply to the paragraph in 
the Iu^»ectarf and I .pledge my word that I hare ad^ 
Tanced nothing, but what t hare it in my power fiiUy 
to substantiate. You are at liberty, therefore, to prefix 
it to your forthcoming publication. The images, illus* 
trations, and similies, so industriously collected and con* 
tained in your Aj^endix, show that the author was a 
man of the world, well read upon every subject — that 
he was a classic scholar, a play*reader, and an historian, 
an enemy to the priesthood, and one who had an iiw 
veterate detestation of the chicanery of the law." 

' There is a reference to Lord Nugent in the Pre- 
fau p. X, to The Vices, a Poem in three Cantos, by the 
Atahor of the Lttters of Junius ; — " Who this writer 
was, is still a mystery. We are told that Lord Nugent 
has recently made discoveries, which are not, however, 
to be publicly developed till after the decease of a living 
statesman ; but the same expectation has been so often 
raised in vain, that, until the proofs are adduced, or we 
have the high authority of the noMe Lord in ian au- 
thentic form, the story must be regarded as legendary." * 

But this is not all the evidence in relation to the 
Stowe Papers, Mr Barker gives two other extracts 
from letters of his friends ' who take much interest in 
the question of Junius.' l*hey are as follows : — 

^London, Jan. 25, 1828. This very day a frieiid, 
who b very intimate with the Dukeof Buckiaghaniy Ia- 
formed me that a short time before the Duke ^irent 
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dvoady be wrote to him thus— '^ What will you give 
me^ if I tell you who was the author of Junius ? I Jentm 
U ; but the secret must be kept some time longer." I 
understand the Duke found some family-pap&rs, by 
which he is, no doubt, in full possession of the secret.' 

'Jan. 16, 1828. I have, however, some information 
for ycHi relative to the Grenvilles, to which family 
Junius and Lloyd seem to have leaned in their political 
attachments and writings. I was informed some time 
ago that the Duke of Buckingham had, from certain 
documents, found in his archives, discovered who really 
was the author of the Letters of Junius. Not having 
the honor of his Grace's acquaintance, 1 wrote to a 
friend, who had been in the habit of spending a con- 
siderable portion of his time at Stowe, to let me know 
whether he had heard anything upon the subject during 
bis stay there, and whether the Duke was inclined to 
make public the documents. In answer he informed 
me, that he had heard his Grace express himself to the 
effect of knowing who Junius was, and that his name 
was not among those, who had ever been suspected, Mj 
friend was not inclined to trespass further upon his 
Grace's communicativeness ; he was privileged to eat 
hi& mutton, drink his claret, and ride his horses, but, 
although a man of respectable rank, not authorised to 
question his noble host upon such matters. What his 
Grace's documents or suppositions are, I therefore know 
not, whether worth anything, or nothing.' 

Upon which statements Mr Barker makes the fofiow>- 
ing just and disoriminating comment ; — 

* From these authentic statements it is evident that, 
thcMigh the Stowe-discovery- is not so important as the 
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writer in the Inspector represento, it is of so much im- 
portance that the Duke of Buckingham considers him- 
ielf to have detected the name of the writer,* and the 
reader will remark that in the statement, which com- 
ments on the article extracted from the Inspector, there 
is no attempt to deny the fact of the discovery, or even 
its real importance, hut the denial goes no farther than 
to contradict the reported extent of the discovery.' 

I have called your attention to the various statements 
(which I had never seen tiU you furnished me with Mr 
Barker's work), because I think they are entitled to 
8ome weight, and strongly corroborate the supposition 
of Lord Temple's authorship. After making all neces* 
sary deductions for inaccuracies, we must infer from 
this evidence, that some papers have been discovered^ 
at Stowe, the former residence of Lord Temple, and 
that they relate to Junius. But what is most important 
in the statement is this, that the present Lord Grenville, 
and the Duke of Buckingham, have made a declaration 
* to the effect of knowing who Junius was,' and that 
his name was not among those who had ever been sus- 
pected. Now, when we call to mind, that Lord Tem- 
ple has not been considered as the author of Junius by 
uny of those writers, who have expressly examined the 
question; and when we compare the circumstances 
stated respecting the Stowe Papers with the mass of 
proofs, which I have exhibited in these letters, can we 
doubt that the discovery at Stowe will result in the most 
09nclnsive evidence of Lord Temple's authorship? 
For my own part, I was entirely convinced many ye^m 
ago, as I remarked at the commencement of ipy letters ; 
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long before the Stowe Papers, or any other eTidence 

of that description, were supposed to be in existence. 

But it is time for me to close this investigation ; in 
the course of which it has been difficult to seize upon 
those points only which will throw the most light upon 
the subject. Instead of exhibiting here and there a 
single ray, the perspective presents a boundless horizon 
reflecting light from every point. If I had at first con- 
templated going so fully into this question, I should, 
perha()s, have made a different arrangement of some 
paits^ of these letters ; but the evidence continued to 
grow upon my hands as I proceeded. I have at the same 
time, and I believe with perfect impartiality, taken no 
small pains to search for proofs against my theory, that 
I might either yield to their force, or try to meet them ; 
but whatever others may be able to do, I can find none. 
On the contrary. Lord Temple, in eloquence, in pro- 
found knowledge, in skill, in warmth of temper, in in- 
dependent decision of mind, exactly fits the case; 
while in his connexions, his enmities, his antipathies, 
particularly against the Scotch, his warmth for his 
fiiends, and devotion to his country, I might almost 
say, that he more than fits the case ; if others doubtj 
let the grounds of their doubts be pointed out. 

It has always appeared to me, that the British public^ 
from the mystery with which the author of these Letters 
has been so long enveloped, had been brought to look 
upon them in some sense as oracular ; and there seems 
to have been an apprehension, that whenever the veil 
should be rent, and the mystery laid open to puMie 
new, we should meet with no sroafl disappointment, 
from finding only some vulgar name. But tiiey need 
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htit anticipate such a disappointment For, as the cur- 
tain is drawn up, the author is set forth, 

' In all the due proportions of a vian ;' 

and those^ to whom these Letters were directed, with 
pride may unite with their author in the belief, that — 
'When kings and ministers are forgotten, when the 
force and direction of personal satire is no longer un- 
derstood, and when measures are only felt in their re- 
motest consequences, this book will, I believe, be found 
to contain principles worthy to be transmitted to pos- 
terity.' 

I cannot close these letters. Sir, without making my 
most sincere acknowledgments to you personally, for 
the obliging attention you have given me. It is wholly 
due to your opinion and excellent spirit, that I have 
brought forward the subject at this time. I had before 
frequently mentioned it to others ; but it was to those 
who had either no confidence in my conclusions, and 
the evidence on which they rested, or else were pos- 
sessed of less inquiring minds themselves ; and if it 
had not been for the interest you have taken in the sub- 
ject, I should probably have suffered my investigation, 
like the original secret itself, to * perish' with its author. 
I am. Sir, with great respect, 
^ Your obedient servant, 

ISAAC NEWHALL. 

To tha Hon. John Picniuvo, Bwton, 
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LETTER XXXII. 

SaUm, Apra 1, 1831. 
Sir, 

When I concluded my last letter to you, I did 
not expect to ha?e added anything further upon the 
subject of Junius. But having had the pleasure of 
looking into Dr ' Waterhouse's Junius/ which is just 
published, I am induced to trouble you with a few ad- 
ditional remarks. 

I had only the opportunity of two or three hours this 
forenoon to turn over the leaves ; but I at once pe]> 
ceived, that it contained nothing that would interfere 
with, or invalidate, or disprove, anything which I have 
urged in support of the claims of Lord Temple. On. 
the contrary, I found some things, if any more were 
wanted, to strengthen my previous opinions. 

In page 170, Dr Waterhouse says — * Behold then 
JUNIUS Brutus brooding over the disgraces of his 
country and his own personal wrongs,' d&c. This is the 
awful period, 1769, when Dr W. thinks Lord Chatham 
was gathering up his strength for the great day of bat* 
tie ; -but when we have found him, as he had been for 
nearly two years, laid up with the gout.* 

From 1766 to 1769, Dr W., I think, has wandered 
fifom the true path ; see his Chapter V, pp. 150 to 165, 
&c. Here was the place for the implication of the dis- 

* I notice a tri^g oversight in Dr W'b date of the first let- 
ter of Junius ; he states it, January 29, but the true date is Jan. 
21, 1769. 
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fleeting knife ; here he woold have detected the iatnie 
Junius, or the incipient formations which composed the 
embryo. How will it be posnble for him, ingenious 
as he is, or for any other man, upon the hypothesis of 
Lord Chatham's authorship, to explain the two Letters 
of PopUcola and the one signed Anti-Sejcmus, Jtm., 
as well as several that follow, in the year 1767 ; all of 
which are filled with invectives against Lord Chatham t 
Dr W. has here left a great space unexplained ; and 
it is unexplainable upon his hypothesis. But the sup- 
position of Lord Temple's authorship solves every diffi- 
culty, as I flatter myself has been fully shown in the 
precedin^Letters. This part of Junius's history and 
writings must be taken with the rest ; it cannot be separ 
rated ; and, in that case, Dr W. cannot say, as he has 
at page 189 — ' I contend, that the hypothesis suits that 
nobleman (Lord Chatham), and (its no other personage 
whatever.' Here I must beg leave respectfully to differ 
from him, as well as in what he says at page 107 
— *The Earl of Temple was replete with Whig 
principles, had full enough ardor, independence, and 
resentful feelings, but he wanted the talents for such a 
display of them as Junius has made.' Want of talents! 
I have no doubt that Dr W's candor will induce him, 
upon further examination of the history of Lord Tem^de, 
to acknowledge, that he has not done him justice in this 
particular. 

Page 75, Dr W. remarks — *In less than a year after 
Lord Chatham withdrew from office, Jtmius hurst forth^ 
the champion of the rights of Englishmen, &.c.,' in 1769. 
But I may be allowed to ask, where was he for two years 
previous, that is, during the publication of the MiseeUo' 



AUTHORSHIP OF JUNIUS. QS9 

* 

neons Letters of Junius, attacking Lord Chatham, in 
1767-8 ? Has Dr W. examined these Letters with as 
much particularity as their importance demanded? 

Page 302. ' Chatham has gallantly thrown away the 
scabhard, and never flinched ; fhun that moment J ft^an 
to Uke him.' Note by Dr W. — * The female partridge 
could not have practised a better lure ' [!] 

The above is so purely imaginary, that I beg leave to 
refer you to what Junius says of Chatham, so strikingly 
in contrast with the Doctor's supposition. See above. 

Page 332. * He (Grafton) then accepted the Treas- 
ury on terms which Lord Temple had disdained.' Well, 
what were the terms Lord Temple disdained ? submis- 
sion to the dictatorial conduct of Lord Chatham, in 
naming the whde of the Cabinet to be then formed. 
For a specimen of this dictatorial conduct in Lord 
Chatham, look at Dr W's book, page 131, where he 
proves him as arbitrary as Lord Temple would wish to 
make him. 

Page 97. * Junius, but one great mind, but assisted 
by others.' See also 101 . I think he was not assisted. 

I find- Dr W. has quoted in the following pages the 
same matter which I have already communicated to you, 
viz — 

Page 101. * I cannot consult the learned,' &/C. — this 
shows he was alone. 

1 15. Earl Temple not named. 

115. Burke, quoted, on Junius. 

143. Catalogue of British Conquests during the 
Pitt administration. 

149. Almon and Lord Temple noticed — ^ Note* 

160. Chesterfield's remark of Pitt's falling up stairs. 
20 
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191. Chatham's reply to QrenvEle^^—'CiaBde sbs^ 
herd tell me where ? ' 

208. Grenville and Blackstone's altercatkm. 

310. Lord Eldon declared in the House of Lords, 
that Junius, if not a lawyer, must, 6LeJ 

310. Dr W. also states, that * It is believed in the 
higher circles that Lord Camden and Lord Temple 
knew the author of Junius ; then refers by note to the 
quotation from Barker. 

From page 160 to 170, Dr. W., I think, loses sight 
of his object. Lord Chatham, and strays frmn the 
path that should conduct him to it 

On the whole, I think Doctor Waterhouse's book, as 
far as I am able to judge by a perusal of two or three 
hours only, the best I have yet seen on the authorship 
of Junius. It appears to contain a great deal of inter- 
esting matter, which I expect to read with as much 
pleasure as instruction. My little volume, I am sensi- 
ble, will make a diminutive figure compared with his 
and others, in everything except the plain matters of 
fact — the proof s of the authorship. These I have en- 
deavored to communicate in a plain and simple man- 
ner ; and I feel confident, that the evidence will pro- 
duce the same conviction in other minds which it did 
in my own. 

I am, Sir, with great respect. 

Your obedient servant, 

ISAAC NEWHALL. 

To the Hon. Jobn. Pickering, Boston. 



AUTHORSHIP OF JUNIUS. 331 

JVW0 -* As every little incident^ in any way eon&eeted with the 
name of Chatham, poeaesses some interest, I intended before to 
have sent you the following anecdote, though you may tell me, 
that it has not much to do with the subject of these letters. 

* Among the Anecdotes of Thomas Pitt, Esq., governor of 
Fort St Greorge, ancestor to Lwd Chatham, is an account of 
the celebrated Pitt diamond ; which he, in the time of Queen 
Anne's reign, brought from the East Indies, weighing 136 carats, 
and for which he paid £20,400 sterling ; it was purchased by 
the Regent of France for £135,000 sterling, or five hundred 
thouslmd dollars. It was placed in the crown of France. In 
tiie account of the diamonds of Louis the Sixteenth, published 
by order of the National Assembly of France, in 1792, this cele- 
brated diamond is called the Regent, and is there stated to be 
of the weight of 146 carats, and estimated to be of the value of 
twelve millions of livres, which is equal to two millions and a 
quarter of dollars/ J. N. 
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AN ENQVIRY INTO THE 
CONDVCT OF A LATE* 
RIGHT HONOVRABLE 
COMMONER. 

In the tide of almost every great man's life, there is 
commonly one period, which is not only more remarkable 
than the rest, but conveys with it strong characteristic 
marks of the complexion of him to whom it belongs. Thus 
the great Bacon, when he saw the only road to preferment 
was through Buckingham, attached himself to that Favor- 
ite, and undertook to second the views of the crown. We 
read of his excessive pUancy in transactions whoUy below 
his rank and character; particularly several attempts to 
corrupt and bias the judges, in causes which the king or 
his minister had much at heart. * Avarice,' says Mr Justice 
Foster, (who, in his discourse on high treason, has recorded 
these instances of liis baseness), 'I think was not his ruling 
passion. But whenever a false ambition, ever restless and 
craving, over-heated in the pursuit of the honors which the 
crown alone c«m confer, happeneth to stimulate an heart 
otherwise formed for great and noble pursuits, it hath fre- 
quently betrayed it into measures full as mean as avarice 
itself could have suggested to the wretched animals, who 
live and die under her dominion. For these passions, 
however they may seem to be at variance, have ordinarily 
produced the same effects. Both degrade the man ; both 
contract his views into the little point of self-interest, and 
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equally steel the heart against the rebukes of conscience, 
or the sense of true honor.' Whoever is at the pains of 
reading Bacon's life, will find, that from the moment of his 
attaching himself to Villiers, Duke of Buckingham, his 
character takes a new turn. We see no more of the fiim 
fiiend, nor honest man ; both are sunk in the scandalous 
Instrument of a Favo^te, without honor, and a court, with- 
out veracity : and Villiers, and he, were afterwards im- 
peached by the Commons. The King, indeed, endeavored 
to save Villiers ; but Bacon was sacrificed. It is true, he 
had been made a lord, but he was sequestered firom Paiiisr 
ment ; and the pangs of his conscience were evidenced by 
every passage of his future life. 

Within our own times, who had a more exalted character, 
or whose popularity was higher, than Mr William Pulie- 
ney's ? He was the Great Ckmuaonar of bis time ^ the ter- 
ror of corruption, the support of virtue, the fion, diainteff'- 
iBSted patriot But when he, treacherousjji deserted his 
friends, meanly capitulated with the court, bi^gaioed a^ 
more abjectly to screen the Pavorite, and accepted of a 
peerage, his popularity forsook him in an instant ; the unit- 
ed public looked upon him as a traitor, and were unani- 
mous in condemning, detesting, and execrating him. His 
quondam friends abhorred him, and his enemies despised 
him. That one transaction bath branded bis name with 
eternal in&my. 

Other instances of the like nature are not wanting ; but 
these are enough to establish this great truth, that men 
who are innately bad, notwithstanding the force of & long 
habit of hypocrisy, wiU, one time or other, wear their mta- 
jal complexion. 

This has been remarkably verified in the conduct of a 
late Right Honorable CoMMoivxni just called to anotbdnr 
house. He has long dwelt as high in the public esteem as 
Mr Pulteney once did, has been considered toJkave tnlents 
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superior to Bacon, and supposed to have more integrity 
than either. The people have adored him to a greater de* 
gree, than perhaps any other man ever experienced ; and 
upon repeated and positive assurances of his disinterested^* 
ness, they have been led to repose in him the most unlim- 
ited confidence. However, there have not been wanting 
many who have suspected the veracity of those assurances ; 
and, whose penetration being guided by a true knowledge 
of some parts of his conduct, have frequently asserted, he 
would one day or other prove an Impostor, 

A sketch of some parts of his former conduct will not be 
amiss in this place, as it will remind the public, what hair- 
breadth escapes he has had of losing his popularity, and will 
in some measure be found to lead to the causes of his last 
great manoeuvre ; the grand criterion by which the public 
opinion of his boasted fidelity and patriotism, will be for 
ever fixed upon the solid foundation of indisputable Tndh. 

None was more forward or more violent, in declaiming 
with virulence against Sir Robert Walpole. By this he 
first became popular ; and the Dutchess of Marlborough 
left him ten thousand pounds, with the intention of preserv- 
ing him unplctced and unpensioned. Next he condemned 
the Pelhams, and their administration, to the shades of Ere- 
bus, as the most pernicious men, and most destructive meas-* 
ures ever known and adopted. They knew his price, and 
he entered into a compromise with the Duke of Newcastle, 
who made him a Vice-Treasurer of Ireland, with the late 
Lord Cholmondeley, He then poured the most lavish en- 
comiums upon them, and deified Sir Robert Walpole. For 
the truth of these facts, I appeal to the great number of 
persons now alive who are well acquainted with them ; and 
to some, who have copies of a few of the most remarkable 
passages in his strange, inconsistent, and contradictory 
speeches. By this conduct his popularity was well nigh 
being ruined, but his friends and relations were indefatiga- 
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Ue in supporting his character ; and he himself neglected 
neither pains nor opportunity of acquiring an interest at 
St James's, by paying court to a female Favorite, who at 
that time held the keys of promotion. And by an interest 
as scandalous, as his conduct was obsequious, he obtained 
the post of Paymaster. For a little time he was quiet, but 
his ever restless ambition soon broke out, and he aimed at 
the sole guidance of the State, which he seemed resolved 
to take by storm. He thundered against Hanover, the very 
name of which he was for expunging out of the dictionary; 
it was called a mill-stone hung about the neck of Great- 
Britain, and styled the bane of this country, from the ex- 
pense which it cost us ; and the most solemn declarations 
were made, that not a shilling nor a man should go to Ger- 
many. The popular gale wafts him into power : and 
though not to that degree of eminence in station, which 
constitutionally gives the lead in public business, yet he 
usurped an absolute dominion over the whole court. It is 
his nature to bear no control, therefore the King wbs taken 
captive in his closet, and made prisoner upon hi^ throne. 
But as it were to atone for his conduct, and to give the 
public another proof, that not theirs, but his own interest, 
was the object he had in view ; though absolute minister, 
and of course at full liberty t(^arry on the war upon what- 
ever system he pleased, and a neutrality secured for Hano- 
ver ; yet he entered into all the predilections of his sove- 
reign, broke the neutrality in Germany, and notwithstand- 
ing his many furious and energetic declarations against the 
continent, the very sounds of which were tingling in our 
ears, he plunged us deeper into the German war than any 
of his predecessors ; sent over more men and more money 
than any other minister ever dared ; and, at an expense of 
above eighty millions, conquered America m Germany, * 

* It is only curious, from observation of his natural inc(»isi»* 
tency, to mention, that when the late Lord Anson was attacked 
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And to support this enormous load of expense, it was at 
nis express injunction, that the la£it heavy additional duty 
was laid upon heer, even in opposition to the Duke of New- 
castle and the late Mr Legge, who would otherwise have 
laid a tax upon the luxuries of life, in order to spare the 
industrious, and put the burden upon the rich and idle. As 
it falls almost exclusively upon the most useful and labori- 
ous part of the nation, it may with strict justice be styled a 
grievous and an oppressive tax, by which the price of one 
article of consumption was advanced a seventh — a tax 
cruelly wrung from the briny sweat of industry, and which 
seems to have been founded on no other principle, than 
that in order to render the people dependent, we should 
begin by making them poor. 

Ever wishing to obtain and preserve power by any sacri- 
fice or any means, and finding soon after the accession of 
his present majesty, that the Earl of Bute was in possession 

of the r ear, he was the first and principal instrument 

of that noble Lord's introduction to power; particularly to 
the post of secretary of state and coadjutor to himself; 
which shows, as clearly as anything can, his early and close 
connexion with the Favourite. And upon what principle 
could this be done, but the hope of thereby laying the foun- 
dation of security to himself? 

When the Favourite had gained the ascendancy, and had 
formed designs incompatible with the honor of the crown 
and the interest of the kingdom ; when he had drawn the 

in the House of Commons upon the loss of Minorca, the lat« 
Commoner (knowing that the late Lord Hardwicke was then the 
Court Favorite), stood up to vindicate his Lordship, and said, 
' that he was convinced his Lordship had erred through want of 
intellect, and not through design/ After this extraordinary de- 
claration, he restored his Lordship to that very post, for which 
he had pronounced him unqualified through deficiency of under* 
standing. 

21 
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substance and the shadow likewise of strength fix>m tiie 
Great Commoner, and defeated him also in his mighty 
design upon Spain ; then, even then, notwithstanding tfaifl 
insult, an'd many others, such was either his lust for office, 
or his friendship for the Favorite, that he would have sacii- 
ficed his haughty overbearing spirit to « suffisrance of re- 
maining in office, and submitted to a control not only con- 
tradictory of all his former principles, but infamous in the 
eyes of the pubUc, had it not been for the spirited and truly 
patriotic resentment of his most noble friend and relatioQ, 
Earl Temple ; who with a magnanimity, almost peculiar to 
himself, disdained to wear the chains, or put on the livery 
of such an incompetent statesman, such a contemptible be- 
ing ; and first strongly urged, and at length fo&ced the 
CoMMONSR into resigmxtion : which he accompanied with 
his own, in order to give an example of spirit and resistance 
to an tuwrpccHon^ so exceedingly dangerous to both court 
lyid people. 

Notwithstanding the most virulent and unjustifiable pro- . 
scription carried on against the late Commoner, and his 
friends, by the influence of the Favorite ; notwithstanding 
the introduction of men by the same power who had long 
been hateful to him ; notwithstanding a total alteration of 
measures ; and notwithstanding the most iniquitous sacrifi- 
ces made of the Honor and Faith of the Crown, and of the 
Glory and Interest of the People ; yet did he on that day, 
that important day, when the permanency of England was 
under consideration, shrink back, and cover his boasted 
patriotism in a three hours' speech uptm equUUniunu - He 
was for and against the preliminaries of peace ; he liked 
and he disliked them ; and in a word, he was full of nothing 
but doubts and hopeg and fears. If he really did not 
approve of them, and in his own heart he could not do oth- 
erwise, why did he not declare his sentiments boldly like a 
true patriot? The reason is, he ki^ew the peace to be the 
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favorite measure of the Minion, and he was afraid of doing 
him too much mischief on that occasion ; apprehending that 
a spirited and nervous opposition on that question, might 
lay the foundati<m of an irreparable breach ; might destroy 
forever his purpose, which was already formed, of obtaining 
a reconciliation with the Earl of Bute.* 

And so firmly persuaded was the Favorite of the Great 
Conmioner's wishes to accomplish such an union, that he 
soon afterwards employed Sir Harry ErsMne to open a ne- 
gotiation for that purpose. There are not wanting those 
who know of Sir Harry's going from place to placed and 
firom man to man, in search of a channel to convey the 
Favorite's designs, in a proper mawMt (as it was phrased) 
to Mr Beckford, who was Mr Pitt's great and confidential 
friend. As soon as the plan was known, it was accepted ; 
and Lord Bute went in disguise in the middle of the night, 
in August 1763, to Mr Pitt's own house in Jermyn-street 
And it is as certain, that the Great Commoner, in his subse- 
quent conferences with a Greater Personage, to whom the 
door was opened for hka by the Minion, vmild have acc^- 
edy and united imih the Favorite^ had he not been prevented 
by the strong eflforts of his firiends. 

* « It is more than probable, he knew his Channel of convey- 
ance to Mr Pitt ; and that a communication had, for some time, 
been opened between them, else what reason can be given for 
Mr Beckford's conduct, who was Lord Mayor of London at the 
time of making the peace, in not calling a Court of Common 
Council, to prepare and present petitions to PaxUament against 
the PreUminaxy Articles ? This behavior would have been spint. 
ed and wortiiy tiie metropolis of England, which so zealously 
condemned those articles, and the treaty itself. If that step had 
been taken, it is not very probable the vote of approbation would 
have been so much to the Favorite's Honor. '-Hwtoryo/JIfinm- 

«y, p. 215. 
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As a proof how much the miscamage of this negotiation, 
and of course this intended connexion with the Favorite, 
was against the Commoner's wishes, let us only recollect 
the extraordinaiy language of his friends upon that occa^ 
fiion ; I mean of those few who were exclusively attached 
to him. <It were foolish, said one of them, if a womanish 
idea of consistencyj that is, of acting always wi& the same 
man, should influence Mr Pitt to go wrong. The great and 
nohle consistency of a patriot is steadUy [fine hombast !] to 
pursue his country's good, and whether in the changes of 
time a Newcastle, 'a German Whore, or a Lord Bute, may 
be the instrument, it matters little to his countzy.' Here is 
a clear avowal of the wish to come into office with such a 
connexion. And I appeal to the members of the lower 
house, for what he himself has said there upon the subject 
of a connexion with the Favorite. Did he ever say that he 
had any objections to it ? On the contrary, has he not re- 
peatedly declared, that he had none ? and that the Favorite 
might, if he pleased, lead him into the closet? This is 
speaking pretty plainly, so plain that it needs no conunent. 
There is one circumstance more; a particular friend of his 
at that time, said, * That an union between Mr Pitt and Lord 
Bute was the only thing that could give us our just weight 
and importance abroad, and restore peace and harmony at 
home.' And this friend was known to be a retailer of the 
Late Commoner's sentiments. From these particulars, and 
the manner in which the negotiation was set on foot, it s^)- 
pears, beyond a doubt, that the Great Commoner wished for 
such a junction ; and that he was as ready to pay court to 
the reigning Favorite, as evet he had been to the Countess 
of Yarmouth, but was obstructed by the means of his friends. 

How did the Great Commoner behave after this ? Did he 
not join the Favorite's party in the pursuit of an unfortunate 
exile ? Did he . not previously declare in the lobby to 
one of the Surry members, that that unfortunate person 
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must be supported ? But a few hours afterwards, was he 
not the first who rose up violently against him (with his 
usual dissimulation and affected piety), at the mention of a 
poem, which he had seen and read before ? Did he not 
with a bitterness of expression that could be dictated by 
nothing but his zeal of soliciting the Favorite's esteem, con- 
demn and traduce that unhappy man ? Did he not emphati- 
cally call him, 'The blasphemer of his God, and the libeller 
of his King?' and this before any judgment could be had, 
although the necessary process was going forward, in the 
courts below ? It was a censure and condemnation which 
the Favorite had much at heart, and the assistance of the 
Great Commoner was doubtless very acceptable ; and very 
probably, as it was intended, it was favorably reported else- 
where. 

In the course of the same season, we saw him first 
espouse, and then fly from the great cause of Public Liberty, 
which his Honorable Relation had been indefatigable in 
his attempts, and had expended immense sums, to bring to 
a determination. It is true, he assisted in the first debate 
upon general warrants ; but finding that some of the party 
were in earnest in their designs of going further, and had 
prepared a motion against the seizure of papers, which was in 
fact the great grievance ; * and also finding, that the Favorite 

* They werd afi-aid of attempting anything further, lest they 
should thereby ruin the probability of their supposed success : 
which was the reason of their not making a second efibrt, upon a 
motion they had formed against the seizure of papers, which was 
generally expected. That was a point of real importance to the 
liberty of the subject; and a condemnation of a practice so hor- 
rid and illegal as the seizure of papers undoubtedly was, would 
have given the most sensible pleasure to every Englishman. 
But the real truth is, these patriots by halves only, when they 
were in office, were as strong prerogative men as those whom 
they now opposed ; andhopingshortiy to be in office again, th0y 

21* 
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dreaded the Minority gaining a victoiy, lest the party should 
he afterwards turned against him ; and that the Favorite 
had therefore supported the administration with all his might 
upon this occasion; the Great Patriot scandalously with- 
drew from the cavse and ihe Party; thereby preventing any 

did not choose to condemn a practice, which many of them held 
to be both justifiable and necessary. So that this minority were 
not such warm and sincere friends to Liberty as they pretended : 
though they were at infinite pains, and some expense, to make 
the public believe their professions, from their attempt to con- 
demn General Warrants. But not a step would they take to- 
wards either remedying or condemning the greater grievance, 
relative to papers ; not an inch further would they go although 
they were sure of carrying the question. If it be legal to seize 
papers (and such silence almost implies it), it is a matter of indif- 
ference to the unfortunate person whose house is plundered for 
them, whether the search and seizure are made under the au- 
thority of a general or a particular warrant ; if a general warrant 
will not do, a particular one may soon be had ; a Secretary of 
State can never be many minutes in finding a Justice of Peace 
to issue a warrant for him. The question is, Is such a practice 
legal ? The Minority would not say, JVb. Many of them are sup- 
posed to approve of it, in certain cases j as in high treason, &c., 
but they would neither tell the public what these cases were, 
nor under what restrictions the practice ought to be put. They 
hung out a specious, but deceitful, appearance of Liberty, a kind 
of a vjHI wUk a whisp, and intreated the public to follow it — 
The evasion of the Habeas Corpus, and the close imprisonment, 
were wholly indefensible, and would have afforded them most 
ezceUent questions. Those traiksactions were clearly against law, 
and therefore ought to have been censured. Perhaps with re- 
^>e6t to the warrant, the riglit and best way of proceeding would 
have been to have moved a complaint against the Secretary him- 
self, at least it would have been the most constitutional^ and 
most becoming the dignity of Parliament. But the Minority 
did not aim at doing justice to the laws of their country. Tho 
bent of their desires was to get into (^ce. MinorU^ p. S63. 
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point being then gained towards that security of Public 
Liberty, which the whole kingdom so ardently wished for, 
and expected. 

A short time aflerwards, when an impeachment of the 
Favorite was privately rumored among a few only ; and it 
was said, that there was strong evidence ready to be given, 
particularly with regard to the peace ; when a certain baro- 
net, and others, who took some pains in order to come at 
this evidence, and the conditions upon which it might have 
been obtained were trifling (not pecuniary), and who thought 
it necessary, that the Great Conamoner should be consulted 
upon a subject of such importance, especially too as he was 
looked upon to be the fittest person to lead, or principally 
support such a proceed ure ; and when, in consequence of 
that idea, he was applied to by one of his own friends, and 
in some measure a distant relation, he checked the whole 
in the bud, by declaring vehemently against it. 

In the succeeding year (1765) the Favorite and the ad- 
ministration being at variance, the Great Commoner kept 
aloof. He wished to see them destroyed, from his personal 
animosity to some of them; and he did not therefore inter- 
rupt the Minion in any of his favorite measures, neither on 
the question of the Regency, nor any other ; but waited for 
the opportunity, or rather the necessity, which he thought 
the distress of the Public service, and the impossibility of 
carrying on the Public business, in such a scene of continual 
warfare between the court and the ministry, would indis- 
pensably produce, of calling him to the state ; not merely 
as one less hostile against the Favorite than any other per- 
son, but because there then was^ and had been for some 
time, a good understanding,between them. A negotiation 
was accordingly opened ; and it was apparently with a de- 
sign, and expectation, of getting certain great and favorite 
ccmditions complied with, that such pains were taken to 
prevail upon a Royal Personage (now no more) to become 
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the negotiator. But unfortunately for this scheme, they 
began with the wrong man. His Royal Highness first sent 
for Lord Temple. That noble Lord refused the conditionB 
with a firmness that does honor to his integrity. He then 
knew nothing of what Mr Pitt would do. His Royal High- 
ness went to Mr Pitt; and offered him the same conditions 
which had been refused by the noble Lord. And why the 
Great Commoner did not choose to accept of them, cannot 
be accounted for, unless it was because he thought them 
too hard, and apparently favoring so much of the Bvtean 
system, that he was afiraid to desert his noble relation, who 
obviously stood upon such a public ground; and besides, 
having no subterfuge to cover the deceit and treachery of 
so scandalous a connexion, as that with the Favorite, must, 
and would have been considered. 

In the succeeding negotiation (which was but a few 
weeks after), he was again saved by his noble relation, who 
a second time declared his refusal to enlist under the ban- 
ner of the Favorite. Again was the Great Commoner 
foiled ; and he was still afiraid to break with his noble fiiend 
upon such a declaration ; but it is impossible to express the 
chagrin he felt in not being able to accomplish his project, 
which was nothing more than the veiy title and place he 
now enjoys ; the one to be obtained by the favor, and the 
other to be held under the tenure of the Earl of Bute. FrcHQ 
both of which he was prevented, and his character preserved 
another year, by the superior virtue, firmness, and true pat- 
riotism of Earl Temple, who repeatedly declared, with an 
em{>hasi8 of zeal that shews him to be the real fiiend of his 
country, and acting wholly upon public-spirited principles, 
that he would never submit to a Butdl and Ducal adminis- 
tration. And in return for his sincere fi-iendship, and most 
essential service, the Commoner most vehemently enveighed 
against the noble Lord for his obstinacy, as he phrased iL 
And he repeatedly said to every gentleman, who visited 
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him in the West last year, that he knew of no reasons 
which could or ought to have prevented Lord Temple's ac- 
ceptance. A plain and convincing proof this, that he him- 
self had no ohjections to leagueing with the Favorite upon 
any terms, even though they were, that Lord Northumber- 
land should be Lord Chamberlain, Mr Stuart Mackenzie 
(Lord Bute's brother). Privy Seal for Scotland ; and that all 
the Favorite's friends should remain; nor to seeing the 
whole ministerial system thus contaminated with the power, 
interest, and influence of the Favorite. And, let his own 
family (who best know) declare the rage he was in, and the 
intolerable uneasiness of mind which were visible in his 
speech and conduct for a considerable time afterwards, oc- 
casioned by his disappointment of not going into office, 
with the intention, and settled condition, of accepting in a 
few weeks after the first arrangements had taken place, the 
very Peerage and the office of Privy Seal he hath now taken. 
And nothing could equal the vexation he suffered by his 
own timidity, in not deserting his noble fnend and relation 
at that time, and for the very purpose abovementioned. 
But to open a door for his ftiture advancement, he took the 
advantage of the weakness of the administration at the be-> 
ginning of last winter, when there was a diversity of opin* 
ions amongst them concerning the American Stamp Act, 
to offeT them his assistance ; taking for granted, I should 
imagine, that they in return would gratify him with what^ 
ever place and title he desired, and would be glad of ob^* 
taining, upon any termsy such an accession to their party ; 
and when the most difficult business had been got over, he 
wanted to change that administralion, part of whom it ia 
known he advised to accept. Finding, however, that he 
could not accomplish his views that way, owing to the firm-> 
ness which the cabinet of that administration made to a 
principle so abominable and selfish, he turned against them 
before the end of the session. 
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We come aow to this last ^egaUati»n; tlie grand cilia- 
lion by which the di amter e Bt edy honest public ivitt judge of 
the Great Commoner'a character, aaaisted in some measore, 
as they doubtless irfll be, 1^ the several irrefutable facts 
already aelated ; maiiy of which naturally lead, and Ufnd to 
an ex^anattOA of the causes of this Great, and to Ae world, 
vnezpected event; a MgoiuOwn instituted by the Favor- 
ite, and carried on bf the noble Lawyer lately removed 
from his own department to anoth» high office in the stste, 
and hastened, too, by embracing the first opportunity to 
scatter the seeds of discord in the cabinet, and from thence 
to pronounce the incapacity and weakness of the supposed 
Ministers. The error last year had been in consulting Lord 
Temple ^ji. This year another method was taken, Mr 
Pitt was Jint applied to ; and after that gentleman had had 
a conference first with the late Lord Chancellor, and tlien 
with his M., Lord Temple was sent for, who directly after 
his coming to town, waited on his M. at Richmond. Next 
day (July 16; 1766) his Lordship received a very affection- 
ate letter firom Mr Pitt, then at North-End, Hempstead, 
desiring to see his Lcnrdship tiieie, as his health would not 
permit him to come to town. His Lordship went, and Mr 
Pitt acquainted him, that His M. had been graciously pleas- 
ed to send for him to fonn an administration ; and as he 
thought his Locdahip ^ iuMtpenaMe^ be desired his M. te 
send for him, and to put him at the head of the Treasury ; 
and tiiat he himself would take the post of PiivySeaL The 
Commoner then produced a list of several persons, n^ich 
he said ht bad fixed upon to go in with his Lordship s and 
which, he added, was not to be altered. Lord Temple said, 
that he had had the honor of a conference with Ids M. at 
Itichniimd the evening belbre, and that he did not undeiv 
Stand fipom what passed between them, that Mr Pitt was tq 
be likmiiuU Mature and to form every part of the admini»« 
trstioR; if be bad, be would not baye given himself tbo 
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trouble of ooming to Mr Pitt upon that subject, being de* 
terminedto come in upon an equalitif with Mr Pitt, in case 
be was to occupy the most responsible place under the gov- 
ernment. And as Mr Pitt had chosen only a Sidt-j^aet^ 
without any responsibility annexed to it, he should insist 
upon some of his friends being in the Cabinet offices with 
him, and in whom he could confide ; which he thought Mr 
Pitt could have no objection to, as he must be sensible he 
could not come in with honor, unless he had such nomina- 
tion ; nor did he desire, but that Mr Pitt should have his 
share of the nomination of Ida friends. And his Lordship 
added, that he made a aaajfict of his brother, Mr George 
Grenville, who notwithstanding his being entirely out of 
place, and excluded from all connexion with the intended 
system, would nevertheless, support the measures of their 
administration ; that it was his idea to. conciliate all parties, 
which was the ground that had made Mr Pitt's former ad- 
ministration so respectable and glorious, and to form upon 
the solid basis of Unum, an able and responsible adminis- 
tration ; to brace the relaxed sinews of government, retrieve 
the honoY of the crown, and pursue the permanent interest 
of the public ; but that if Mr Pitt insisted upon a superior 
dictation, and did not choose to join in a plan designed for 
the restoration of that Unum^ which at no time was ever so 
necessary, he desired the conference might be broke ofi^ 
and that Mr Pitt would give himself no further trouble 
about him, for that he would not submit to the proposed 
conditions. 

Mr Pitt, however, insisted upon continuing the confer- 
ence ; and asked, who those persons were whom tiis Lord- 
ship intended for some of the cabinet employments ? His 
Lordship answered, that one in particular, was a noble Lord 
of approved character, and known abilities, who had last 
year refused the very office now offered to him (Lord Tem- 
ple) though inressed to it in the strongest manner, by the 
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Duke of Cumberiand, and the Duke of Newcastle ; and who 
being their common friend, he did not doubt Mr Pitt him- 
self had in contemplation. This worthy and respectable 
person was Lord Lyttelton. At the conclusion of this sen- 
tence, Mr Pitt said. Good God, how can you compare him 
to the Duke of GraAon, Lord Shelbume, and Mr Conway? 
Besides, said he, I have taken the privy seal, and he cannot 
have that. Lord Temple then mentioned the post of Lord 
President ; upon which Mr Pitt said, that could not be, for 
he had engaged the Presidency ; but, says he. Lord Lyttel- 
ton may htot a pension. To which Lord Temple imme- 
diately answered, that would never do ; nor would he stain 
the bud of his administration with an accumulation of pen- 
sions. It is true, Mr Pitt vouchsafed to permit the noble 
Lord to nominate his own board; but at the same time in- 
sisted, that if two persons of that board (Thomas Towns- 
hend, and George Onslow, Esq'rs), were turned out, they 
should have a compensation, i. e. Pensions. 

Mr Pitt next asked, what person his Lordship had in his 
thoughts for Secretary of State ? His Lordship answered, 
Lord Gower, a man of great abilities, and whom he knew 
to be equal to any Mr Pitt had named, and of much greater 
alhance; and in whom he meant and hoped to unite and 
concihate a great and powerful party, in order to widen and 
strengthen tiie bottom of his administration, and to vacate 
even tiie idea of opposition; tiiereby to restore unanimity 
m parbament, and confine every good man's attention to tiie 
real objects of his country's welfare. And his Lordship 
added, tiiat he had never imparted his design to Loid 

S.r? ??*^^ ^^ ^^'^ ^^"^^ ^^^ ^^We Lord would 
accept of It,* but mentioned it now, only as a comprehensive 
measure to attain tiie great end he ^hed, of res^S 
unanimity by a reconciliation of parties, tiiat tiie busing 

m:^l\?h3^;^^ - "-^ Oower, toexcnseti^e 
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of the nation might go on without interruption, and become 
the only business of parliament. But Mr Pitt rejected this 
proposal, evidently htaling as it appeared, by saying, that 
he had determined Mr Conway should stay in his present 
office, and that he had Lord Shelbume to propose for the 
office, then held by the Duke of Richmond ; so that there 
remained no room for Lord Gower. This, Lord Temple 
said, was coming to his first proposition of being sole and 
absolute dictator, to which no consideration should ever 
induce him to submit And therefore he insisted upon 
ending the conference ; which he did with saying, That if 
he had been first called upon by the K. he should have 
consulted Mr Pitt's honor, with regard to the arrangements 
of ministers, and have giv^n him an equal share in the 
nomination ; and that he thought himself ill-treated by Mr 
Pitt, in his not observing the like conduct. 

Had Mr Pitt not chosen to refuse a plan of government, 
so obviously calculated and designed for the good of the 
country, and for putting an end to those unhappy divisions 
which have long obstructed the Public business, we should 
have seen an administration formed of the most able and 
upright men in the kingdom ; acting upon principles agreea- 
ble to the Public wishes ; and whose natural strength and 
alliances would have given such a stability to their power, 
as would have afforded the most sincere satisfaction to the 
Public ; who are concerned and grieved at these repeated 
changes, made apparently without any design of restoring 
peace to the kingdom, or any desire of putting the direction 
of affairs into capable hands : Changes obviously patched 
up, and consisting of nothing but a temporary succession of 
men, whose names were almost unknown tUl they appeared 
in the Gazette : Changes made by the Favorite, and de- 
signed to render all sets of men contemptible, that he may 
at length, like Cardinal Mazarine, publicly resume his 
power, and tell the people he is the only capable man in 
the kingdom. 
22 
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A French Historian * has given us the character of that 
Favorite French minister in these words ; 

* His person was handsome, his manners polite, and his 
discourse insinuating. The Queen-mother was extremely 
charmed with him, and he became the soul of all her coun- 
cils. He was almost impenetrable in his designs, disguised 
in his proceedings, artful in his intrigues, and often attained 
his ends by such ways as would seem to carry him wide of 
his mark.' And Voltaire says, (in his Siecle De Louis 
XIV. for it was during the minority of that Prince, that this 
man flourished) 'That the Queen-mother made him master 
of France, and herself. He obtained that power over her, 
which an artful man will acquire over a woman bom without 
strength sufficient to govern, yet with constancy enough to 
persist in her choice.' All the French Historians (vide 
Mezeray, Henault, &c.) agree in saying. Mazarine's gov- 
ernment ih a little time became so intolerable, that he was 
detested by the whole people, who became actuated with a 
factious spirit of licentiousness ; the nobles too were dis- 
gusted, and putting themselves at the head of diflferent 
parties, laid the foundation of that violent and dangerous 
civil war which broke out soob afterwards. During this 
conflict Mazarine was obliged to fly. The parliament 
impeached him, and set a price upon his head. But during 
his exile, he^ continued to govern by other hands, and the 
influence which he retained with the Queen-mother ; who 
so possessed the young King in his favor, that his Majesty 
looked upon him as a father. Though the tranquillity of the 
kingdom was- restored by the banishment of the Cardinal, 
yet the court so managed aflTairs, that the opposition to him 
became so enervated, partly by its own blunders, but chiefly 
by the leaders listening to the overtures of the Court, which 
the Cardinal ^ecretZy contrived to get made to them, that the 
Queen-mother soon found she might safely order the King 

* Mem. de Turenne. 
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to recall him. His Majesty embraced him with the most 
tender affection ; and ht puhlidy resumed his power. Even 
Orleans, who had affected to hate him most, and who 
thereby had gained the esteem of the people, was base 
enough to become reconciled to him. The nobility ser- 
vilely welcomed him into the city, and the parliament, to its 
eternal dishonor, abjectly solicited his protection. In tiie 
midst of this more than scandaloos and infamous degene- 
racy, there was one man who remained firm against him. 
This was the Coac§utor of Orleans, the great Conde, as 
Voltaire calls him ; who had penetration enough to discover 
many of his secret stratagems and treacheries, and honesty 
enough to resist him. But what could one man do ? He 
was deserted by the party, who were so infamous and venal 
as to put on the livery of the Court. And even the Parlia- 
ment became so obsequious and devoted to Mazarine, that 
they condemned Conde, because he was Mazarine's enemy. 
< Thus France, bubbled and laughed at, bent her neck to the 
despotism under which she languishes to this day ; adding, 
one more proof, that the public hatred may not be the less 
followed by public enslavement to the person hated. Tous 
les terns se resemhlent. All times aBre similar.' And the 
present King of Prussia in his examination of MachiavePs 
Prinze, says, * that Mazarine having surmounted all difficul- 
ties, deprived the Parliament of its privileges in such a 
manner, that to this day it is but a mere phantom ; which 
yet sometimes pretends to be a real body, but is soon made 
sensible of its error.' 

These reflections, and this part of the French history, 
naturally occur to the mind of any thinking man, who is at 
all acquainted with the transactions of these times. If we 
compare similar causes with similar effects, what has not 
this country to fear ? Will not every man say, it was an 
inexcusable thing to reject that plan of administration, 
which carried with it the obvious and convincing means of 
t)ringing Union and Strength to Government, and of render- 
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ing it fonnidable enough to combat, and destroy whateTer 
schemes might in a few months, or perhaps weeks, be 
formed against it, by the inconstancy of the man who is 
ever projecting some internal mischief? 

This is the second opportunity that has been vteaJdy or 
frtachtroiudy lost, of gaining that ascendancy over the 
fickleness of the Favorite, which is become absolutely 
necessary to establish a permanent administratioiL Wlutt 
passed m July, last year, is well known ; and many who 
were not then, are, I believe, now pretty fully convinced <^ 
his power. He made the administration at that time, as 
well as turned out their predecessors. He has turned tiiem 
out also, and now put in another set. Where are these 
fluctuations to end ? or what can they mean ? 

The nation hath long been wishing and calling for Mr» 
Pitt Mr Pitt is now come, and what hath he done? I 
blush for my country, which weeps over his hypocrisy. He 
has effected his long meditated junction with the Favorite ; 
has deserted the only place in which he could serve his 
country ; and, like Enoch, he is trantlattd never more to be 
beard of. 

He has sacrificed his. noble friend and relation, and alt 
the ties of afiection, gratitude, honor, faith, and (if he is still 
susceptible of feeling) his domestic peace, to his present 
views. How different, let him recollect, has been the con- 
duct of that noble Lord, who, with a firmness rarely to be met 
with, and with an integrity that spoke the zeal of his hearty 
supported him upon many points of importance and difficulty, 
contrary to the ofHuions of many of his best friends, and in 
danger of losing a very considerable part of his present 
possessions ; no consideration of which ever induced him 
to swerve one moment firom those ties of friendship,, and 
that great public cause in which he stood engaged ! — In Jan- 
uary last, the noble Lord could have gone into administra- 
tion, if he would have taken it upon the terms that Mr Pitt, 
I beg pardon, now Lord Chatham, has. 
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There have not been wanting other opportunities, and 
repeated solicitations, to induce the noble Lord to accept ; 
but he never would upon terms dishonorable to himself, 
and unserviceable to his country. And yet these refusals 
have not been dictated by either a dislike of office, or a 
spirit of opposition to the wishes of the people, who know 
his abilities, and would rejoice to see him at the head of 
affairs ; for the business of one would be his delight, and 
the service of the other his phde : but by an integrity, that 
is now, and to latest ages will be admired, in disdaining to 
put on the livery of the Favorite, or that of his Vice-Roy, 
the new made Peer, which is but his at second hand. 

This truth is clearly evinced, by what has been said was 
told to a Great Personage the same day that the noble Lord 
set out for the country ; which has been supposed was 
nearly to the following effect : That the Commoner's terms 
were of such a nature, it was impossible the noble Lord 
could accept of them consistently with his honor : that his 
Lordship had made a sacrifice of his Brother to the Com- 
moner's resentment, in order to accommodate with him ; but 
that gentleman insisted upon bringing in a set of men, some 
of whom where personal enemies to his Lordship, and with 
whom he had differed upon the most essential points of 
Government ; and would not permit him to name one friend 
for the Cabinet, in whom he had an entire confidence : and 
had assumed a power to himself, to which his Lordship 
never could submit ; for if he did, the world would say, with 
great justice, that he went in like a child, to go out like a 
fool. That his wish was, to retrieve the honor of the nation 
by an administration formed upon a broad bottom, and com- 
posed of men of the best abilities, without respect to party, 
which his first and principal view was to extinguish and an- 
nihilate, as much as possible, in order that the whole atten- 
tion of Parliament might be confined to the great objects of 

national concern. That he had never been a suitor to 

22* 
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either for himself or his friends, for any place of honor or 
emolument ; he did not even seek the present offer ; yet he 
was extremely willing to sacrifice his own peace and leisure, 
to the service of His M. and his country, provided he could 
do it with honor ; hut that, he added, was in his own disposal, 
and he would make a compliment of it to no man. 

In the evening (of the same day) the noble Lord told the 
noble lawyer who had been appointed Negotiator, that the 
farce was at an end, and the masque was off. His lordship 
need not have sent for him from the country, for there was 
no real wish or intention to have him in the administratios. 

As no reasons were given by the Commoner for refusing 
the healing propositions of his noble Relation, the Public will 
very naturally, and perhaps very justly, suppose, they were 
inconsistent with the bargain he had made with the Favorite ; 
might prove abortive of his new connexion ; or, which is more 
probable, destructive of the Favorite's great plan of Gov- 
ernment, which is nothing more, than to increase the spirit 
of division, and by perpetually playing ont* party against 

another (having always the ^'s power in his own hands, 

which is a weight sufficient to throw the balance where he 
pleases) he is thus able to secure himself, and continue 
master of all. But had this plan of Union taken place, the 
system of governing by division must have been at an end ; 
and it would not have been prudent in the Favorite to ad- 
vise the dismission of such a ministry ; or to resort to his 
old tricks of making * . . . . 

*Thu8 far we had copied from an original edition of the 
pamphlet itself, when it was discovered that our copy was im- 
perfect, there being a deficiency from page 60 to 69. What here 
follows consists of different extracts firom the pamphlet, as pub- 
lished partly in the Gentleman's Magazine, and partly in the 
London Magazine, for August, 1766, from which two works we 
have collected the passages here included in brackets. After the 
passages in brackets, we copy again from the concluding pages 
of the pamphlet Itself. 
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[ The Favorite has at the same time effected what he had 
long wished for, the separation of the Great Commoner 
from his noble relation. This separation has been the dar- 
ling object of his wishes ; has employed his whole thoughts ; 
and he has contrived an hundred stratagems to accomplish 
this great end. Sometimes he has endeavored to tempt one, 
and sometimes the other, with his offers, alwaysb taking 
them singly ; but the virtue and integrity of the noble Lord 
have always foiled his machinations, and, until this period, 
have likewise saved his relation. But a Title, and a Side- 
Place with a large salary, but no business or responsibility 
annexed to it, were baits which that gentleman had long 
been gaping after, and which at length have caught him ; 
baits which his ambition could not make him more eager to 
swallow, than the Thant was to offer. * Wonder not Uiere- 
fore that he has changed sides and opinions ; that he has 
united with him whom he pretended to hate ; since all sides, 
and all opinions, which promote his views, are equally eligi- 
ble to him.' But it will be matter of wonder indeed, if this 
new friendship lasts. It is top great a victory to the Fa- 
vorite, too great a triumph to the court, not to be followed 
with a total defeat. He will be turned out, as he has been 
turned in ; only to add, if possible, something more to that 
public odium and abhorrence of his name and character, 
which have so unanimously followed his apostacy and pro- 
motion ; his desertion of his friends and his country, and 
the accomplishment of his long-sought wretched alliance 
/with the Favorite, who now laughs at his folly, despises his 
vanity, exults over his weakness, and rejoices in the public 
execration of such an Hypocrite. In a word, it is the Per- 
fection of the Favorite's Scheme ; which no resistance, no 
integrity, no virtue of the noble Lord could prevent ; met, 
as it was, more than half way, by the lust of power. Honors^ 
and employment, the ingratitude and perfidy of 

[With whom, besides, is the late Commoner in league ? 
with those very men who he hated most and despised ; with 
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Gren. Conway, who two years ago he refhsed to see at 
Hajfesj though pressed to it in the strongest manner by 
Lord LytlelUm ; with Lord Shdbumey upon whom he put 
a negative last year, when nominated to the very office he 
now enjoys ; with Col. Barrty who called him an heap of 
contradictions, &c. 

[If it is asked, why had he so great a Penchant for them 
now ? The answer is, because the first, in a great measure, 
laid the foundation of the surrender of the honor and author- 
ity of Great Britain, and made a tender of both at the feet 
of the colonies, the second assisted him, and the third fol- 
lows of course. 

[This little corps, contemptible in numbers, and despicable 
in abilities, is to be reinforced by the subalterns of the late 
ministry ; by those, whose excessive lust for office, whose 
ingratitude, meanness, and subserviency, would not suffer 
them to follow the rtsi^nations and dismissums of their 
patrons. 

[The moment these heard there was another recruit- 
ing sergeant in town; they instantly deserted both the 
officers and colors under which they had first enlisted, and 
for present pay, and good quarters, repaired to the drum 
head of the enemy. — Video omnes damnatas omnesque ig- 
nominia affedos, iliac facere, Cic] 

.... all was not well. In a few days his measures appeared : 
and they are; a junction with the Favorite, to which he 
has sacrificed his old connexions, and best fiiends ; and the 
acquisition of a Title, to which, as far as he was able, he 
has sacrificed the Public. 

I cannot conclude without the warmest thanks, I think I 
may say in the name of every Englishman, to the steady, 
discerning, and patriotic Members of the Common Coancil 
of the City of London ; who when repeated attempts were 
made to surprise them into an address, upon an appointment 
of men, and an adoption of measures, equally obnoxious 
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and iDJttrious to the nation, refitaedj with a firmness that does 
the greatest honor to their public spirit; and told the person 
applying, ' That the Commoner was cavght in a Scotch trap^ 
and he must get oui as wdl as he could.^ — To frustrate the 
efforts of a Dingley*, may there never be wanting the good 
sense and spirit of a Freeman.f — They disdained to set an 
example of deceit to the Public, and spumed, with a laud- 
able indignation, the scandalous attempts upon their under- 
standings and integrity, to become the instruments of im- 
position upon their fellow subjects ; to serve the base, self- 
interested purposes of a contemptible Faction^ and cover 
the most abandoned and infamous apostacy. 

[Tlie Pamphlet is signed N. C. M. S. C] 
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Lord Chesterfield's Letter, respecting Lord Temple's Pamphlet 

of 1766. 

■ 

Blackheathy August 14, 1766. 
My Dear Friend, 

I RECEIVED yesterday your letter of the 30th past ; and 
find by it, that it crossed mine upon the road, where they 
had no time to take notice of one another. 

The newspapers have informed you, before now, of the 
changes actually made; more will probably follow, but 
what, I am sure I cannot tell you ; and I believe nobody 
ccm, not even those who are to make them : they will, I 
suppose, be occasional, as people behave themselves. The 
causes and consequences of Mr Pitt's quarrel now appear 
in print, in a pamphlet published by Lord T ; and in a 

* Mr Charles Dingley. 
t Mr Samuel Freeman. 
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reAitmtion of it, not by Mr Pitt himself I believe, but by 
some friend of biB, and under his sanction. Tbe former is 
very scurrilous and scandalous, and betrays private conver- 
sation. My Lord says, that in bis last conference, he 
thought he had as good a right to nominate the new Min^ 

istry as Mr Pitt, and consequently named Lord G , 

Lord L y tfc, for Cabinet Council employments ; which 

Mr Pitt not consenting to. Lord T broke up the con- 
ference, and in his wrath went to Stowe ; where I presume 
he may remain undisturbed a great while, since Mr Pitt 
will neither be willing, nor able to send for him again. — 
The pamphlet, on the part of Mr Pitt, gives an account of 
his whole political life ; and, in that respect, is tedious to 
those who were acquainted with it before ; but, at the latter 
end, there is an article that expresses such supreme con- 
tempt of Lord T , and in so pretty a manner, that I sus- 
pect it to be Mr Pitt's own : you shall judge yourself, for I 
here transcribe the article: — 'But this I will be bold to 

say, that had he (Lord T ) not fastened himself into Mr 

Pitt's train, and acquired thereby such an interest in that 
great man, he might have crept out of life with as little 
notice as he crept in ; and gone off with no other degree of 
credit, than that of adding a single unit to the bills of mor- 
tality^' I wish I could send you all the pamphlets and half- 
sheets that swarm here upon this occasion; but that is 
impossible ; for every week would make a ship's cargo. It 
is certain that Mr Pitt has, by his dignity of Earl, lost the 
greatest part of his popularity, especially in the City ; and I 
believe the Opposition will be very strong, and perhaps 
prevail, next session, in the House of Commons; there 
being now nobody there, who can have the authority^ and 
ascendant over them, that Pitt had. 
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Character of George Gbenville. From the Notes of WoodfaWs 

Juidus, 

The warm attachment of Junius to every part of the 
conduct of this distinguished statesman, may perhaps be 
conceived to import something more than a mere political 
concurrence of sentiment, and to indicate an ardent per- 
sonal friendship. The editor has found it necessary to 
glance at such an idea on several former occasions. Yet 
for the honor of Junius, it ought to be observed, that there 
were few political characters of the day, who were more 
entitled to his panegyric. Upon which subject the reader 
wiU not be displeased at being presented with the follow- 
ing brief sketch of Mr GrenviUe's character from the pen 
of a gentleman to whom these notes have been already 
indebted, and who had repeated opportunities of forming a 
correct estimate of his worth. It is extracted from the 
second volmne of Mr Knox's Extra Official State Papers, 
from which a letter written by Mr GrenviUe, on the subject 
of American politics, has been selected in note to Miscella- 
neous Letter, No. xxxi. a^. p. 87 The anecdote res- 
pecting Florida and Louisianais infimtely creditable to his 
J^shrewd inflexiblejudgment' as a statesman, and his con- 
duct as a minister is in many respects not unworthy the 
imitation of those who bold the same dignified situations m 

the present day. ^ , ^ 

Mr GrenviUe, under a manner rather austere and for- 
bidding, covered a heart a8 feeling and tender as any man 
ever po sessed. He lilted office as well for .ts emolument 
as its power ; but in his attention to hm«elf he never faded 
'X) pay regard to the situations and circumstances of his 
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friends, though to neither would he waipthe public interest 
or service in the smallest degree ; rigid in his opinions of 
public justice and integrity, and firm to inflexibility in the 
construction of lus mind, he reprobated every suggestion of 
the political expediency of overlooking frauds or evasions 
in the payment or collection of the revenue, or of waste and 
extravagance in its expenditure. But although he would 
not bend any measure out of the strict line of rectitude to 
gain popularity, he was far from being indifferent to the 
good or ill opinion of the public ; and that tediousness and 
repetition which his speeches in parliament, and his trans- 
actions with men of business were charged with, were 
occasioned by the earnestness of his desire to satisfy and 
convince those he addressed of the purity of his motives 
and the propriety of his conduct ; and while there remained 
a single reason in his own mind, that he thought would 
serve those purposes, he could not be content to rest upon 
those he had already adduced, however convinced and sat- 
isfied his hearers appeared to be with them. 

' Inheriting but a small patrimonial fortune, he had early 
accustomed himself to a strict appropriation of his income, 
and an exact economy in its expenditure, as the only sure 
ground on which to budld a reputation for public and private 
integrity, and to support a dignified independency ; and it 
was the unvaried practice of his life in all situations, as he 
has often told me, to live upon his own private fortune, and 
save the emoluments of whatever office he possessed; on 

, which account he added ; ^ The being in or out makes no 
difference in my establishment or manner of life. Every 
thing goes on at home in the same way. The only differ- 
ence is, that my children's fortunes would be increased by 
my being in, beyond what they would be if I remained out, 
and that is being as little dependant upon office as any man 
who was not bom to a great estate can possibly be ;" and 

he manifested that independence at a time and in a manner 
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l)nt litde known, and as the relation can now do no hann, 
I ahall repeat the account he gave me of it. He had ac- 
cepted the seals of one of the secretaries of state in Lord 
.Bute's administration, and by so doing drew upon himself 
the resentment and abuse of the then popular party, and of 
some of his own nearest relations ; his return, therefore, to 
them, was rendered impracticable upon any occasion, and 
he had every motive to induce him to remain with his 
present connexion. Notwithstanding which, he very soon 
hazarded his continuance in office in support of his opinion, 
of what ought to be done for the advantage of the public, 
on the following occasion : 

* While the peace was negotiating, the expedition against 
the Havannah was cartying on, and as the chance of its 
success or failure was not very unequal, the negotiators 
agreed to leave it out in their vii possidetis, considering the 
event as perfectiy neutral : so that if after the preliminaries 
were signed, it was found to be taken, it was to be restored 
without compensation. Before the preliminaries were 
signed, however, the account of its capture was received, 
and Mr Grenville immediately proposed that it should now 
be included in the uti possidentis , and compensation for it 
insisted upon, for as the event was decided before the pre- 
liminaries were signed, either party was at liberty to avail 
themselves of it. Lord Bute thought the treaty was too far 
advanced to make any advantage of the event being in our 
favor, and he feared that our making any fresh demand, 
would not only protract but break off the negotiation, and 
prevent the peace taking place immediately, which he 
tiiought so necessary for the nation. Mr Grenville was 
clear in liis opinion of our right to make the demand, and 
firm in insisting that it should be made, and proposed two 
alternatives for consideration. The one, that if we judged 
it best to get the entire possession of the continent of 
North America, France having already agreed to cede all 
23 
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Canada» that we should insist upon Florida tod Lonisiani: 
the other, that if we thought it necessary to increase oar 
possessions in the West Indies, beyond the three neutnl 
islands, which France had also agreed to give us, we should 
ask Porto Rico, and the property of what we held upon the 
Spanish main ; and he left the Earl with declaring that he 
would resign the seals, if one of those alternatives was not 
adopted and insisted upon. After consulting with Mr Fox 
and Lord Egremont, Lord Bute agreed to make the demand 
of Florida and Louisiana, and instructions to that purpose 
were immediately despatched to the Duke of Bedford, who 
made so able and strenuous an application in consequence 
of them, that the Duke de Choiseul not only consented to 
cede Louisiana, but obliged the Spanish minister to cede 
Florida also, without sending to his court for fresh orders, 
and the preliminaries were not delayed more than a fort- 
night by the demand and acquisition of that immense ter- 
ritory.' 

Mr Grenville, shortly previous to his death, introduced 
the act for determining controverted elections, from a 
thorough conviction, as he declared to Mr Knox, * that the 
ruin of public liberty must ensue, unless some check was 
given to the abominable prostitution of the House of Com- 
mons in elections, <by voting in whoever has the support of 
the minister.' The good effects of this exceUent act is on 
all sides the theme of praise so often as a controversy 
occasions the necessity for an appeal to its decision, the 
impartiality of which has hitherto never been disputed. 
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APPENDIX NO. IV. 

The North Briton, No. 45. 

Thc King's Speech has always been considered by the 
legislature, and by the public at large, as the speech of the 
Minister. 

This week has given the public the most abandoned in- 
stance of ministerial effrontery ever attempted to be impos- 
ed on mankind. I am in doubt, whether the imposition is 
greater on the Sovereign, or on the nation. Every friend 
of his country must lament that a Prince of so many great 
and amiable qualities, whom England truly reveres, can be 
brought to give the sanction of his sacred name to the i&ost 
odious measures, and to the most unjustifiable, public decla- 
rations, from a throne ever renowned for truth, honor, and 
unsullied virtue. I am sure, all foreigners, especially the 
King of Prussia, will hold the Minister in contempt and 
abhorrence. He has made our Sovereign declare. My ex- 
pectaJtums Tiave been fully answer td hy the happy effects which 
the several allies of my croipn have derived from this saliUary 
measure of the definitive treaty. Tlie powers at war 
with my good brother^ the King of Prussia^ have heen 
induced to agree to such terms of accommodation as that great 
Prince has approved; and the success which has attended my 
negotiation has necessarily and immediately diffused the bles- 
'sings of peace through every part of Europe. The infamous 
fisdlacy of this whole sentence is apparent to all mankind: 
For it is known, that the King of Prussia did not barely 
approve, but absolutely dictated, as conqueror, every article 
of .the terms of peace. No advantage of any kind has ac- 
crued to that magnanimous Prince from our negotiation, 
but he was basely deserted by the Scottish Prime Minister of 
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England. He was known by every Court in Europe to be 
scarcely on better terma of friendship here, than at Vienna ; 
and he was betrayed by us in the treaty of peace. What a 
strain of Insolence, therefore, is it in a Minister to lay claim 
to what he is concious all his efforts tended to prevent, and 
meanly to arrogate ^o himself a share in the fame and glory 
of one of the greatest Princes the world has ever seen ? 
The King of Prussia, however, has gloriously kept all his 
former conquests, and stipulated security for all his allies, 
even for the Elector of Hanover. I know in what light this 
great Prince is considered in Europe, and in what manner 
he has been treated here ; among other reasons, perhaps, 
from some contemptuous expressions he may have used of 
the Scot : Expressions wluch are every day echoed by the 
whole body of Englishmen through the southern pait of 
this island. - 

The preliminaiy articles of peace were such as have drawn 
the contempt of mankind on our wretched negotiators. All 
our most valuable conquests were agreed to be restored, 
and the East India company would have been infiillibly 
ruined by a single article of this fallacious and baneful ne- 
gotiation. No hireling of the Ministry has been hardy 
enough to dispute this ; yet the Minister himself has made 
our Sovereign declare, the ^aiio/aetion which he felt ai the 
approaching re-egtablishment of peace upon conditions so 
honardUe to his eroum, and so beneficial to his people. As to 
the 'entire approbation of parliament, which he so vainly 
boasted of, the world knows how that was obtained. The 
large debt on the Civil List, already half a year in arreai^ 
shews pretty clearly the transactions of the winter. It is, 
however, remarkable, that the Minister's speech dwells on 
the entire approbation given by parliament to the preliminary 
articles, which I will venture to say, he must by this time be 
ashamed of; for he has been brought to confess the total 
want of that knowledge and precision, by which such im- 
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mense advantages both of trade and temtory, were sacri- 
ficed to our inveterate enemies. These gross blunders are, 
indeed, in some measure set right by the D^aUive Treaty; 
yet the most important articles, relative to Cessions, Com- 
mtrce, and Fishery, remain as they were, with respect to 
the French. The proud and feeble Spamard too does not 
RENOUNCE, but Only nEsisTS Jrom all preUnstonSj which he 
may haoe formed, to ihe right of Fishing — where? only 
about the island" of N^wFOVJimLAVD — till a favorable op- 
portunity arises of insisting on it, there, as weU as elsewhere. 
The Minister cannot forbear, even in the Kxng^s Speech, 
insulting us with a dull repetition of the word Economy. 
I did not expect soon to have seen the word again, alter it 
had been so exploded, and more than once, by a numerous 
audience, kissed off the stage of our English theatres. Let 
the public be informed of a single instance of economy, ex- 
cept indeed in the household ? Is a regiment, which was 
completed as to its complement of officers on the Tuesday, 
and broke on the Thursday, a proof of economy f Is the 
pay of the Scottish Master EUiot to be voted by an English 
parliament under the head of economy f Is this, among a 
thousand others, one of the convincing proofs of a firm 
resolution to form government on a plan of strict economy ? 
Is it not notorious, that in the reduction of the ahny, not 
the least attention has been paid to it ? Many unnecessaiy 
expenses have been incurred, only to increase the power ot 
the crown, that is, to create more lucrative jobs for the 
creatures of the minister. The «SSfq^ indeed is broke, but 
the discerning part of mankind immediately comprehended 
the mean subterfuge, and resented the indignity put upon 
80 brave an officer, as Marshal Ligonier. ^ The step was 
taken to give the whole power of the army to the crown, 
that is, to the minister. Lord Ligonier is now no longer at the 
head of the army ; but Lord ButeXn effect is ; I mean that 
every preferment given by the crown will be found still to 
23* 
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be obtai^d by ku enormooa influence, and to be bestowed 
only on tiie creatures of the ScoUiih ftction.. The natkm 
b still in the same deplorable state, while ht governs, and 
can make the tools of his power pursue the same odioiis 
measures. Such a retreat, as he intends, can only mean 
that personal indemnity, which, I hope, guilt will never find 
firom an injured nation. The negotiations of \he l&te ing^ 
xiotts Peaeej and the JQrcite, will haunt him wherever he 
goea ; and the terrors of the just resentment which he must 
be in to meet from a brave and insulted people, and which 
must finally crush him, will be forever before his eyes. 

In vain will such a minister, or the foul dregs of his pow- 
er, the tools of corruption and despotism, preach up in tt« 
tpteeh that spirit of concord^ and that ohedienct to the lawtf 
tshieh is essential to good order. They have sent the spirit ' 
of discord through the land, and I will prophesy, that it will 
never be extinguished, but by the extinction of their powers 
Is the Spirit of Concord to go hand in hand with the 
Peace and Excise through this nation ? Is it to be expect- 
ed between an insolent Exciseman, and a Peer^ CtenUemanf 
Fredioldtr, or Farmer^ whose private houses are now made 
liable to be entered and searched at pleasure ? GUmceattT- 
shircy Herefordshire^ and in general all the Cid^r counties, 
are not surely the several counHes which are alluded to in 
the speech. The spirit of concord has not gone forth among 
them, but the spirit of liberty has, and a noble opposition has 
been given to the wicked instruments of oppression. 

A despotic minister will always endeavor to dazzle his 
Prince with high-flown ideas of prerogative and honor, d 
the crown J which the minister will make a parade ofjkrmlf 
maintaining, I wish as much as any man in tbe kingdom 
to see the honor of the croum maintained in a manner tru^ 
becoming Royalty. I lament to see it sunk even to proeti- 
tuftion. What a shame was it to see the security of this 
country, in point of military force, complimented away^ 
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contrary to the opinion of Royalty itself, and sacrificed to 
the prejudices and to the ignorance of a set of people, the 
most unfit, from every consideration, to be consulted on ft 
matter relating to the security of the House of Hanover f 
I wish to see the honor of the crown religiously asserted 
with regard to our allies, and the dignity of it scrupulously 
maintained with regard to foreign Princes. Is it possible 
such an indignity can have happened, such a sacrifice of 
the croum of Englandj as that a Minister should already 
have kissed his Majesty's hand on being appointed to the 
most insolent and ungrateful court in the worid, without a 
previous assurance of that reciprocal nomination which the 
meanest court in Europe would insist upon, before she 
proceeded to an act otherwise so derogatory to her honor ? 
But Electoral Policy has ever been obsequious to the court 
of Vienna^ and forgets the insolence with which Count 
CoUoredo left England. Upon a principle of dignity and 
economy, Lord Stormont, a Scottish Peer of the loyal house 
of Murray, kissed his Majesty's hand, I think, on Wednes- 
day in the Easter week ; but this ignominious act has not 
disgraced the nation in the London Gazette, The ministry 
are not ashamed of doing the thing in private ; they are 
only afraid of the publication. Was it a tender regard for 
the honor of the late King, or of his present Majesty, that 
invited to court Lord George Sa^ikvUhf in these first days of 
peace ; to share in the general satisfaction, which all good 
courtiers received in the indignity offered to Lord Ligonier, 

and on the advancement of ? Was this to show princely 

gratitude to the eminent service of the accomplished Gene- 
ral of the house of Brunswick, who has had so great a share 
in rescuing Europe firom the yoke of France ; and whose 
nephew we hope soon to see made happy in the possession 
of the most amiable Princess in the World ? Or, is it meant 
to assert the honor of the crown only against the united wishes 
of a loyal and affectionate people, founded in a happy ex- 
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perience of the talents, ability, integrity, and virtue of thoie 
who have had the glory of redeeming their country frmn 
bondage and ruin, in order to support, by every art of cor- 
ruption and intimidation, a weak, disjointed, incapable set 

of 1 will call them anything but Ministers — by wbom 

the Favorite still meditates to rule this kingdom with a rod 
of Iron. 
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Dr Johnson's Critique on Junius. 

It Was against this letter,' [Junius's 42d Letter] says Br 
Good, * that Dr Johnson was engaged by Ae ministry ^to 
muster the whole of his political and argumentative powers. 
His answer, published in 1771, is entitled, "Thoughts on the 
late Transactions respecting Falkland's Islands ; " from 
which the following is worth transcribing : 

'To considerations such as these, it is reasonable to 
impute that anxiety of the Spaniards, from which the im- 
portance of this island is inferred by Junius, one of the few 
writers of his despicable faction whose name does not dis- 
grace the page of an opponent The value of the thing 
disputed may be very different to him that gains and him 
that loses it. The Spaniards, by yielding Falkland's Island, 
have admitted a precedent of what they think encroachment, 
have suffered a breach to be made in the outworks of their 
empire, and, notwithstanding the reserve of prior right, have 
suffered a dangerous exception to the prescriptive tenure 
of their American territories. 

< An unsuccessful war would undoubtedly have had the 
effect which the enemies of the ministry so earnestly desire ; 
for who could have sustained the disgrace of folly ending 
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which, after haying planged its followers in a bog, will leave 
in misfortune ? but had wanton invasion undeservedly pros-, 
pered, had Falkland's Island been yielded unconditionally 
with every right prior and posterior, though the rabble might 
have shouted, and the windows have blazed, yet those who 
know the value of life, and the uncertainty of public credit, 
would have murmured, perhaps unheard, at the increase 
of our debt, and the loss of our people. 
' This thirst of blood, however the visible promoters of 
sedition may think it convenient to shrink from the accusa^ 
tion, is loudly avowed by Junius, the writer to whom his 
party owes much of its pride, and some of its popularity : 
Of Junius it cannot be said, as of Ulysses, that he scatters 
ambiguous expressions among the vulgar; for he cries 
Tiavock without reserve, and endeavors to let slip the dogs 
of foreign and of civil war, ignorant whither they are going, 
and careless what may be their prey. Junius has sometimes 
made his satire felt, but let not injudicious admiration mis- 
take the venom of the shaft for the vigor of the bow. He 
has sometimes sported with lucky malice ; but to him that 
knows his company, it is not hard to be sarcastic in a mask. 
While he walks like Jack the Giant Killer in a coat of 
darkness, he may do much mischief with little strength. 
Novelty captivates the superficial and thoughtless ; vehe- 
mence delights the discontented and turbulent He that 
contradicts acknowledged truth will always have an audi- 
ence ; he that vilifies established authority will always find, 
abettors. 

< Junius burst into notice with a blaze of impudence which 
has rarely glared upon the world before, and drew the 
rabble after him as a monster makes a show. When he had 
once provided for his safety by impenetrable secrecy, he 
had nothing to combat but truth and justice, enemies whom 
he knows to be feeble in the dark. Being then at liberty 
to indulge himself in all the immunities of invisibility ; out 
of the reach of danger, he has been bold ; out of the reach 
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of shame, he has been confident As a rhetorician, he his 
the art of persuading when he seconded desire ; as a rea»- 
oner, he has convinced .those who had no doubt before ; as 
a moralist, he has taught that virtue may disgrace ; and as 
a patriot, he has gratified the mean by insults on the high. 
Finding sedition ascendant, he has been able to advance it; 
finding the nation combustible, he has been able to infiame 
it. Let us abstract from his wit the vivacity of insolence, 
and withdraw fix)m his efSicacy the sympathetic fisivor of 
plebeian malignity ; I do not say that we shall leaye him 
nothing ; tlie cause that I defend scorns the help of false- 
hood ; but if we leave him only his merit, what will be his 
praise ? 

* It is not by his liveliness of imagery, his pungency of 
periods, or his fertility of allusion, that he detains the cits 
of London and the boors of Middlesex. Of style and sen- 
timent they take no cognizance. They admire him for 
virtues like their own, for contempt of order and violence 
of outrage, for rage of defamation and audacity of falsehood. 
The supporters of the Bill of Rights feel no niceties of 
; composition, por dexterities of sophistry ; their faculties are 
better proportioned to the bawl of Bellas or barbarity of 
Beckford ; but they are told that Junius is on their side, and 
they are therefore sure that Junius is infallible. Those who 
know not whither he would lead them, resolve to follow him ; 
and those who cannot find his meaning, hope lie means re- 
bellion« 

' Junius is an unusUal phenomenon, on which some have 
gazed with wonder, and some with terror, but wonder and 
terror are transitory passions. He will soon be more closely 
viewed, or more attentively examined, and what folly has 
taken for a comet that, from its flaming hair, shook pestilence 
and war, inquiry will find to be only a meteor formed by the 
vapours of putrefying democracy, and kindled into flame by 
the efiervescence of interest struggling with conviction^ 
us inquiring why we regarded it 
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' Yet though I cannot think the style of Junius secure 
from criticism, though his exjpressions are often trite, and 
his periods feeble, I should never have stationed him where 
he has placed himself, had I not rated him by his morals 
rather than his faculties. " What," says Pope, " must be the 
priest, where the monkey is a god ?" What must be the 
drudge of a party of which the heads are Wilkes and Crosby 
Sawbridge and Townshend ? 

'Junius knows his own meaning, andean therefore tell it. 
He is an enemy to the ministry, he sees them hourly grow- 
ing stronger. He knows that a war at once unjust and un- 
successful would have certainly displaced them, and is 
therefore, in his zeal for his country, angry that war was not 
unjustly made, and unsuccessfully conducted ; but there are 
others whose thoughts are less clearly expressed, and whose 
schemes perhaps are less consequentially digested, who de- 
clare that they do not wish for a rupture, yet condemn the 
ministry for not doing that from which a rupture would nat- 
urally have followed.' 

'Of this pamphlet,' continues Dr Good, 'the ministry 
were not a little proud ; and especially as they made no 
doubt that Junius would hereby be drawn into a paper con- 
test with Johnson, and that hence they would possess a 
greater facility of detecting him. Junius seems to have 
been aware of the trap laid for him, and made no direct 
reply whatever. How far the Doctor was correct in asking 
the question, what must be the drudge of a party of which 
the heads are Wilkes and Crosby, Sawbridge and Towns-> 
hend? may be seen by referring to the* protest entered on 
the Lord's journals against the address voted in consequence 
of the communications made to both houses of parliament 
on the conclusion of the Spanish convention, which adopts 
most of the sentiments here so ably expressed, and which 
will be found in a note to Miscellaneous Letter, Na 
Lxxxviii. Vol. HI. p. 330.' 
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APPENDIX NO. VI. 

The arrangement of the Ministry, 1767 to 1770. 

Duke of Grafton, First Lord of the Treasury. 
Lord North, Chancellor of the Ebichequer. 
Lord Camden, Lord Chancellor. 
' Lord Viscount Townsend, Lord Lieutenant of Ireland. 
Earl Rochford, Minister for the Foreign Department 
Viscount Weymouth (afterwards Marquis of Bath), Minister 

for the Home Department. 
Earl of Hillsborough (since Marquis of Downshire), Ameri- 
can Minister. 
Earl Gower, Lord President of the CounciL 
Earl Bristol, Lord Privy Seal. 
Sir Edward Hawke, First Lord of the Admiralty. 
Viscount Barrington, Secretary at War. 
Marquis of Granby, Master General of the Ordnance. 
Lord Howe, Treasurer of the Navy. 
Mr De Grey, and Mr Dunning (afterwards Lord Walsing- 

ham, and Lord Ashburton), Attorney and Solicitor "? 

GeneraL 

EREATA. 

Pag« 900, 8d line ftom top, for 1763, read 1768. 
« 296, 4th line << *< for were direetad, read w«re 

THE END. 
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